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able Uſurpa tions that ever the:Chiuith"of 
ith. - The Book 


do's 
m the 


udpes, T might "avs let. 
paſs without ni Notice, cqafidering the 
Inconfiſtency of its' Contents with the e 


Page. But the -recommenvation' of it, as - 


an Unanſwerable Book, and that it contains 
the True Doctrine of the Church of England; 
and this by no leſs Men than the Reverend 
and Dr. Bron, "with 
others of. Character and Station in in th. 


Dr. B—d—&4, 


Church, is the principal Motive of my 
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unwary People from Error, who are too 
apt too be led away, by ſuch glaring out- 
ſide ee and oſtentacious Preten- 
ces to Reaſon and Argument. 
Who, or what the Author is I know 
not, neither am I much concern d; tho? 
I was once Inquiſitive after both, that 1 
might treat him with that Reſpect which 
might be thought due to his Character; 
but the Reverend Dr. BG —4.—4, who 
thought was moſt capable of informing me, 
upon my addreſs to him for that purpoſe, 
. told me, that the Author's Name and Pro- 
feſſion muſt be a Secret; and upon ſe- 
cond Thoughts, I agree with the Doctor, 
and that it ſeems beſt for them to conti- 
T ö 
What I moſt wonder at is, that two 
ſuch Learned and Eminent Men of our 
Church, as the aboveſaid Reverend Doct- 
ors muſt be acknowledged to be, ſhould 
ſo induſtriouſſ recommend a Book, that 
in its Conſequences is a Banter upon their 
| own Sacred Office, and in effect, Levels it 
"hy with the Station of the very 7 of the 
People. But what ſeems to be the moſt 
unaccountable of all is, That the Reverend 
Dr. B---4—4, who publickly in the hearing 
of good Credible Witneſſes, faid to this 
. Effect, © That he would rather ſaffer a C. * 
| 8 RNs | | "Ja e - $6: 


The: PREF ACE wir © 
« his to die without Baptiſm, than let a Lay © 
erſon Baptixe it, if no Miniſter could be 
„ had,” That ſuch a Gentleman, who 
' was very. lately heard to ſay this, ſhould 
recommend a Book that teaches the direct 
contrary, is one of the molt eve ae 
Things in the World. 
The Author wonders in his Preface, p. p-. 
v. that none of the Church of Eng 51 
Clergy have taken any notice of the Book 
Intituled Lay-Baptiſm Invalid; and he 
thinks it Reaſon that they ſhould, becauſe, 
if the Doctrine which it 2 to pro- 
pagate be true, it will make abundance of 
Work for a London Miniſter, ſince there 
is not a Pariſh in London, but has a conſi- 
derable Number of D who are 
not W 25 conſequently not Chri- 
ſtians.— tHo's this 'riter think, that 
our London "Clergy muſt oppoſe that Book, 
becauſe of the great Work © that it cuts out 
for them; If he believes. this, thoſe who 
have thought juſtly on theſe Things do not; 
The only Motive to 2 fe any Book of 
Religious Matters, 18 alſe Doctrine it 
advances; but if its ge be true, and 
of great Importance, the Conſequences there» 
of, how troubleſome ſoever to Fleſh and 
Blood, are no juſt Reaſons for appearing 
in : oppoſition to it: The London Clergy, a: 
| "a3. © W 


— 
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bundance of them know better Things, 
than to make the Trouble that a True 
Doctrine may cauſe them, to be a ſufficient 
Reaſon to ſtand out againſt it; they know . 
that their Officc it elf entails Uneaſineſ 
Labour and Toil, upon all who undertake 
it; and that to inch from theſe, when 
Duty vires them, is in ſome ſort,' a 
lſe to the Great Charge of their 
Holy ay Fro but 'tis the great trouble 
that "hs trine is like to give, if it grows | 
to a head, that Afflicts qur Author; The 
Conſ. 2quences of unchriſttanizing, not only 
« ſo many hundred thouſands of his own: 
« Country-men, Friends, Acquaintance 
& and near Relations, but all the Proteſtants 
c that are and bow? been for almoſt Two 
“ hundred Years throu hqut the World, 
« as were not, and onh auſe they were 
& not ſo happy as to Ba tiz' d by Men 
0 Epiſcopally Ordain'd.“ Theſe ſet ouf 
Author to work, but t “ not to meddle 
« with the Merits of the Canſe; ſtrange ! 
that a Man ſhould not Udi to de- 
ſtroy the main Foundation, upon which ſuch 
 feartul Conſequences ate built: But as 
ſtrange as *tis, you'll find in the following 
Pages, that he Expreſly declares, tis none 
of his Deſig n: He pretends to 22 . but 
70 ſbew the he Church of ä 8 
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in this Affair; and u upon this Promiſe, one 
would naturally cape to find ſomething . 
produc'd by him, Which the Church of IM 
England has affirm'd for the Validity ß 
Laj-Baptiſm ; that She has ſome where or 9 
other, in her preſent Articles, Cano 
Rubricks, 28 
good and Valid; This one would reaſona- 
05 expect from him When he talks of the 
Church's Judgment ; For the Judgment of 
a Man, or of a Body of Men, is ſomething 
Decliied,; either in ſs Terms, or in 
ſuch General Ones, as neceffarily infer the 
Jadgment we are fecking for; 4 but alas, 
inſtead of this, he feeds Reader with 
an Empty Propoſition, which contains, if 
it were prov*d, no more than a Negative, 
viz, She has Ui no publick Act of Fat made 
or declared Lay-Baptiſme to be Invalid. Is a 
| Negative ſufficient to define what is the 
Judgment of any Perfon or Perſons? Is 
Silence, fu the Church had been 
Silent, juſt . term'd 2 Declarative 
thing; is ps . to be proy'd thereby, 
for or againſt a F opoſiticn of what fort 
ſoever ? What poor Shifts will Men ende-— 
vour to make (like a Man, ready to be 
Drown'd). they will catch at every Straw,. © . | 
to uphold what has nothing Su * 3 
to ſupport and n maintain t. 


Or 
Ly-Baptiſn 10 be 
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Our 1 asks Dr. Hicks, ( Cannot an 
« Honeſt C lergy-man defend the Aalt- 
-  dity ho not the Regularity and Law» 
„ kulneſs of Baptiſm adminiſtred by Diſ. 
„ ſenting Teachers, without being falſe to 
his Sacred Truſt, i 15 he believe a BL 
e parranted ſo 10 
"oF, Authority 0 Charch-Praice, both An- 
© tient and Modern? ”. T preſume ta 
anſwer this Gentleman, that an Honeft 
Clergyman cannot till be proves, that Scrip- 
ture and Church-Pr actice, both Antient and 
Modern, all concurring together, do allow 
of the Validity of Unauthoriæ d Baptiſm : 
He cannot, 9 this being firſt prov'd, 1 
defend the Validity of ſuch Baptiſm: And 
as for his not defending the Regularity and 
' Lawfulneſs thereof, it will amount to the 
ſame thing, as if he ſhould ſay, I may os 
defend the Yalidity of thoſe Baptiſms. 


that he will be reduc'd to this Santradictt 6 


on, The Validity of thoſe Baptiſms is De- 


fenſible, it is 905 Defenſible. For Validity _ 


and Regnlarity in this Caſe, are the ſame 
thing. He Here acknowledges they are 
not Regular, they are not Lawful. The want 
FA a Commiſſion is their Irregularity and Un- 
wfulneſs ; but to what Rule and Law is 
Fs rg al ig, and e to be re- 


ber * 


* 
” 


by Scripture and | 
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ſerr'd? To a nere Humane, or to a Divine 
Law? If only to a Humane Law, then the 
Commiſſion to Baptize is only Humane, 
this is highly Prophane, and of the ſame 
Stamp with the Wickedneſs of the Pretend- 
ed Rights, &c. which I dare ſay our Author 
abhors. The Irregalarity and Unlawfulneſs 
then, of Uncommiſſion d Baptiſm, muſt ne- 
ceſſarily be referr'd to the Divine Lam con- 
cerning Baptiſm, that Law is the Iuſtituti- 
on. The Inftitution preſcribes Commiſfgon'd s 
Baptiſm; and makes no Proviſo for any 
other; Therefore, if any Clergyman at- 
tempts to defend the UMalidtty, cho? not the 
Regularity an Lawfulneſs of Diſſenters 
Baptiſms ; he at the ſame time attempts to 
prove, that a Baptiſm is Valid, tho? at the 
ſame time an Oppolition to the very Eſſen- 
tial Law of God concerning Baptiſm ; and 
herein he muſt be conſtrued to betray his 
Sacred Truſt; becauſe he teaches, that the 
Tranſgreſſion of an unchangable Law of 
God, is of the ſame Validity, as Obedience. 
thereto, and do's thereby make the Law 
of God to be of none Effet, and a need- 
leſs Impoſition upon Mankin ee. 
This Author would make his Reader 
believe, that Ancient Church Practice au- 
_ thorizes- the Validity of our Diſſenters 
| Baptiſms, but he produces not one In- 
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ſtance thereof, and indeed he'll find upon 
Examination, that the Ancient Church 
never declar'd  anauthoriz*'d Baptiſm to be 
Good and Valid, but of this I have ſaid 
enough in my Book of Sacerdotal Powers. 
- His' Uncharitableneſs concerning Perſons 
not Baptiæ d, runs beyond all Bounds ; for 

in Page X. of his Preface he ſays, concern- 
ing the Doctrin of the Invalidity of Lay- 
Baptiſm ; that, If it be True, it has Peopled 
Hell with many Millions, Whither. will not 
fome Men's Anger hurry: them! If Dr. 
Hicks or his Friend had faid any thing like 
this, the whole Party would have branded 
them for a Couple of Furies; but God be 
prais d they have nothing of this Spirit; 
they know that God is not Limited by 
thoſe Poſitive -Inftitutions, which he has 
preſcrib'd to us, for our Obedience, but 
not ta confine his Mercy! Abundance of 
Catechumens of Old Dy'd before they 
could obtain Baptiſm; and no doubt but 
God receiv*d them to Bliſs and Happineſs, 
far the Heartineſs of their-Endeavours, and 
Sincerity of their Deſign to Obey his In- 
ſtitution of Baptiſm, tho? they were not 
actually Incorporated hy that Sacrament 


| Into the Viſible Body or Church of Chriſt. 


And I can fee no Inconſiſtency in hoping 
r een 


) 


hays 


be PREFACE. 


have been Deli gent, Honeſt and Sincere to 


know and do their Duty, in proportion tq 
their Station and Circumſtance, tho? they 


have not attained unto it in this reſpe& of 
_ Epiſcopal Baptiſm, for want of Power and 
Ability, and it may be by reaſon of Ob- 
ſtructions too, from thoſe who ought, and 
yet refuſe to give it them. 
' & The Dread of drawing down the Church 
5 Rabble «pox our Author; ſhe ſays] 16 ſo 
“great, that he will not have it ſo much as 
* Whiſper*d where he lives, nor of what Pros 
** feſſion he is, Preface, p. x. This of his 
Habitation and Profeſſion is no great Mat- 


©- 


ter- but his Language of [Church Rab- 


ble] is too indecent to be retaliated---- It 
ſhews however the Quatter from whence it 
comes ; *tis an Inftance of the Temper of 
the Writer, and betrays the Wea kneſs of 
the Cauſe he is engag'd in, as does alſo 


of his Preface, which he ſays is his 4th 
Proof, and 4 very ſenſible One, next to a De- 
monſtration; that the Diſſenters Baptiſms 


For, a Friend comes to him, and very grave- 


% communic ut ions, &c. that the Diſſenters 
ße Undergone, from the Days 2 


4 Blizabytl fe the preſent — are ſo mam 


ix; 


his Doctors Commons Story at the latter end 


are eſteem'd Good and Valid by our Church. 
ly tells him, ( Thar alt the Proſecagions, Ex- 


if Proofs | 
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4 Proofs of the Church of England's owns. 
„ ing them to be Chriſtians: For the Court 
& Chriſtian has nothing to do with any one 
% bat Chriſtians, and it would be 4 great 
„ Abſurdity to Excommunicate a Perſon, 
that had no right to Church Communion; 
% and he who is not Baptis d, has certainly 
no right to Church Communion. > This 
he ſeems to recommend as the. beſt proof 
that he has endeavour'd to bring; for he 
Advances it almoſt to a Demonſtration, 
and Glories in it more than he do's in the 
other three in his Book; — from whence 
we may eaſily Judge of the whole Strength 
that he has exerted to Support this feeble 
Cauſe ;-—Por, if he pleaſes to hear ano» 
ther. as Experienc d a Man in Doctors Com. 
mons as his Friend: I do hereby from him 
inform this Author, that his Proof, is as 
full for the Church of Exgland's owning the 
| Qaakers to be Baptiz?d Chriſtians ; — For, 
the ſame “ Court Chriſtian? will Excom+ 
municate a Quaker when Proſecuted there 
for Adultery, &sc. as much as if he were a 
Presbyterian or Independant, &c. and if this 
Act of that Court is the Churches acknow+ 
ledgment of the Prechterians Chriſtianity, ' 
tis ſo of the Quakers too; and hence if this 
way of Arguing holds, Guakers and Presby- | 
 zerians mult be eſteemed to be equally 0 ; 
So. ns | tiz 
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tiz?d Chriſtians ;—Let our Author make 
the Experiment, and he'll find the Fact true, 


that Doctors Commons will Excommunicate - 
the Quaker, and then by his own pretended - 
Argument, he will find himſelf Confound- 


ed in this Matter, by ſeeing the Quakter's 


No Baptiſm, advanc'd to an Equality with 
tlioſe Spurious Baptiſms which he is endea- 


vouring to defend.: ee. 
I Conclude this Preface: with an Earneſt 
requeſt to thoſe Reverend Doctors I have 
mention'd, and to thoſe few others of our 
Church who are of their Mind; that they 
would not expoſe their Sacred Office to 
Contempt, hy crying up what diretly Un- 
dermtnes it: That they would not be fo 


Publick in their eadeayours to fright the 


World with Conſequences, ſince Truths of 
Great Importance are not to be blaſted by 


ſuch Methods; and they know, that Con- 
ſequences how Dreadful foever cannot 


Change the Nature of Truth ; for if they 


could, the Hereſies of the Novatians, Dona. 


tiſls, Arians, &c. ought not to have been 


withſtood and Anuathemati d by the Church; 
but ought to have been Receiv'd by her, as 
 Wholeſome and Sound Doctrines, for fear of 


Involving vaſt Multitudes, into the $ad 


Conſequences that muſt follow from their 
| being Condemned by the Church, as He- 


retical 
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retical, and therefore Damnable Doftrines: 
The Reverend and Learned Clergy were 
many of them as much againft the Fright. 
ful Doctrine of Lay-Baptiſm's being Inva- 
lid, as theſe Gentlemen are ; but they did 
+ not Sit down with the Conſequences,which 
this Truth did not make, but Men them- 
felves by their ill Practiſes: They ſet them- 
ſelves Seriouſly upon the Merits f the Cauſe, 
as knowing, that the Premiſes if falſe, 
would not bear the Teſt; their Learning 
and Judgment ſoon Diſcover*d the Truth, . 
and the World has heard and ſeen the. 
Effects of it, particularly in the Reverend 
and Learn'd Dr. Brett's Sermon againſt our 
Diſſenters and other Unauthoriz'd Baptiſms, | 
Printed for Mr. Wyat in St. Paul's Church- 
yard ; and if thoſe Reverend Gentlemen 
1 above mention'd would but take away 
3 from before the Eyes of their Mind, that 
Dark Cloud which Obſtructs their Sight; | 
I mean the falſe way of Judging Truths | 
| ee. by the Conſequences which Men 
have involv'd themſelves into, by their own 
Unlawful and Wicked Praiſes ; If, I fay, | 
they would. but remove this Black Ob- 
ſtruction, I have fo real an Opinion both ? 
Of their Learning and their Sincerity, that 
I do not doubt they'd ſoon ſee this neceſſi 
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458 ry Truth, and be a8 much in Love with a | 
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Beauty, as many of the reſt of tlitic Reve- 
rend and Learned Brethren of tie Clergy 
are. I muſt beg leave of that whole Reverend” 
Body to ask; whether tis not juſt and rea- 
ſonable, for us Lay-Men to believe, and 


for them alſo to inſiſt upon it, that their 


Sacred Order in its ſeveral degrees, was In- 
ſtituted by the Sovereign Legiſlator of his 


Church Chriſt Jeſus, to be a Standing Mo- 


nument of his Authority, and a Viſible Re- 
preſentation of his Mediatorial Office? That 
the ſeveral Miniſtrations he has «ppropris- 
ted to their Order, are of ſucha kind, that 
they have an' Unalterable reference to, and 
are Repreſentative of, what he has done on 
Earth, and is ftill doing in the higheſt 
Heavens, 8 of . his 
appropriating thoſe Repreſentative Miniſtrati- 
= 8 Office of mae Repreſentatives; 
is, a making of thoſe Miniſtrations, his 
omn Acts; and that there is no other Foun- 
dation for their ane, but their being 
inter pret atively perform'd by him, who is 


the only Proper and Sufficient Mediator be- 


tween God and Man? And that the Sup- 
poling any 2 in Unauthorized Mi- 
ally when Attempted e- 


niſtrations, eſpecia 
ven in Oppolition to our Saviour's viſible 
ac? 


Authority placd by him in his Reprefenta» 
tives, is a Conſequential Suppoſition as 
wn of | there 


f 
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there is no need of any ſuch his viſeble Repres 
ſentatives, and that it is an equalizing of 
our own Inventions with his Inftitutions 2. 
That this is as much a flying in the Face 
of bis. Authority, and in effect, a Denyal of 
his Supremacy over his Church, as-a Re- 
bellion againſt a Worldly Prince's Repreſen< 
tatives, viz. his Inferior Governours and 
Magiſtrates veſted with his Authorit), is no 


leſs than Rebellion, and Treaſon againſt 


the Prince himſelf ? And in ſhort, that *tis 
as much as if a Man ſhould ſay, thoſe Un- 
authorized Acts of Miniſtration would 
have been as Good and Valid without, as 
they are by Vertue of our Saviour's Inſtitu- 
tion of them? And that this is making 
Things that are deftitute even of Natural 
Worth and Value, to be equal to thoſe, 
which are of Infinite Eſtimation, being 
means of Conveying Supernatural Benefits 
and Advantages to us, by Vertue of Chriſt's 
Inſtitution of, and Concurrence with them? 
I beſeech them earneſtly to conſider theſe 
Things; and how their Office, and there- 
in Chriſt's Inſtitution, can beat all efteem'd 
and obſerv'd, if Validity can, without a- 
ny Divine Law for it, be aſcrib*d to the 
Vnauthoriz' d Acts of us Lay- men. What 
ſignify the appropriating Laws of Chriſt and 
his Church, if we Vnauthoriz'd Perſons 95 

5 9 do 
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do as much in the Miniſtration of Sacra- 
ments as you can who are the only Autho- 
riz'd Officers for that Purpoſe? If we can» 
not do ac mach as you, we can do nothing 

at all; for there is no Degree of Validity 
in ſuch Miniſtrations; If ag Lay Chriſti- 
ans, we. can do”as much, then you can 
have no Superiority over us in theſe Mat- 
ters; and fo your whole Order and the 
Neceſſity thereof muſt ceaſe and become 
Void, except we La- men {hall think fit to 
continue it, by ſubmittiug to your Mini- 
ſtrations, not through any neceſſity of Obe- 
dience to a Divine Law, but by an Act of 
our own unneceſſary Generoſity, and Arbitrary 
Free-will ! Conſider theſe Things, I ear- 
neſtly beſeech ye ! Let no Man Deſpiſe ye! 

| but after the Example of the Great St. Paul, 

magnify your Office, ſince *tis not properly  * 
ours, but Chriſt's, who has Intruſted you 
with it, to Perſonate him during his Ab- 
{ence from us! ?Tis true, that in doing this, 
ou muſt wreſtle with Fleſh and Blood ; in 
eeping that which is committed to your 

Charge, you'll find it ſometimes neceſſary 
to Struggle with Spiritual Wickedneſs in 
high Places; and to oppoſe whole Armies of 

the Aliens; but what then? Tis the Great 

Work you have all undertaken ; This Spi- 

ritual Battle is the Lord's; you are more E- 

= minenily 


* 


: of Ws i * _ 
* 1 es * 
5 = N AM F 
"oF. © ; w 
SS. 
9 
N 
4 


- 


minently Lifted in this his Service than we 
Lo- men are; and if in this, and all other 
Reſpects, you continue to be faithful unto 
Death, you'll undoubtedly at᷑ laſt receive a 
Crown of Life, by ſo much the more Great 
and Glorious, as you ſhall have rendred 
yourſelves here more Bright and Conſpicu- 
ous than others, thro? your well-grounded 
Zeal for the Honour of our Common Lord 
and Maſter ; which that you may all do, 
and ſo obtain, is the ardent Prayer of, 


London, May Wet i: * . 
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ſenters Baptiſm, in his Preface Page iv. tells 


the World, that he does not think himſelf 
«xx 


«< tifm be Invalid, or 'whether all the Pres- 


« byterian Miniſters are meer Lay-men, but 
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pre efent, concern'd in the main Dat- ' 
4 tet Biſparel, Viz. Whether Lüp- Pap 


es "only to know what the Opinion of the 


-" Church of England was in the Mat- 
ter. 
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Ditlenters Baptiſm 


"oe." + 1 19 of his Book, he fur- 
ther acquaints us, 


har he do's .** wot pretend 


to enter into the Merits of the Cauſe, nor 
to Diſpute whether Lay-Baptiſm be Valid, 
© or Invalid, nor whether it be Lamful, or 


of 


Book, he ſays, in his 


« Unlawful to Reabaptize [as he calls it] 
« ſuch as have been Baptiæ d by Lay- 
« Hands.” And Laſtly, to put us out 
all Doubt” — the Deſign of his 

oncluſion, Page 38. 


„ Thas I have gone through the little Work 
„ I andertook, which was, not to p20ve the 


% Validity of Lay-Baytiſm, no2 to p2ove 
& the Baptiſm of Diſſenters to be Good and 
Valid, in Oppoſition to the Author of-Lay- 
% Baptiſm”s Invalidity, or in Oppoſition to 
« Dr. Hicks, his Abetter and Encourager; 


4 This [ſays he] was not my Deſign ; but 
to make good my Poſition, That the Church 


« of England hath, by no Publick At of 


. hers, made or declared Lay-Baptiſm 
to be Invalid. Both thoſe Writers [fays 
he] had affirm'd, that the Chureh of Eng- 


land accounts Lay-Baptiſm, and the 

« Baptiſm of Diſſenting Miniſters to be 
„Invalid; as far as they have affirm'd 
&« that, I have concern d my ſelf with them, 


and no farther. _ 
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S. II. Thus we ſee our Author's Deſign; 
and if we may believe him, tis the whole 
of his Undertaking; but ho true that is, 
will be ſhewn in the proceſs of this An- 
ſwer; at preſent 'tis very remarkable, 
how ſhy he is of the main Matter Diſputed! 


and his ſaying, that the little Work he un- 
dertoct was not to prove the Validity of Lay- 


Baptiſm, 8c. looks as if he did not think his 


ſuppoſed. Judgment of the Church concern- 
inng that Matter, to be any proof for the 


Validity thereof; for, if he did in truth 
believe, that her Opinion was any good 


Proof, that Lay-Baptiſm is Valid, his en- 
deavouring to produce her N would 
have ſhewn, and he muſt have acknow- 


ledg'd it, that his Deſign was to prove, 


in Oppoſition to the two Author's he men- 
tions, that La- Baptiſm and the Diſſenters 
Baptiſm is Good and Valid; But he is well 
aware that bare Opinion is no Proof; and 
therefore he very 8 udictoully : waves the 
Merits of the Cauſe. + SO Te BB 7+. hb 


S. III. But how much ſoever he pretends 
to evade the main Matter Diſputed, viz. 
Whether Lay-Baptiſm be Valid or Invalid, 
he will find himſelf to be deeply concern'd 
init; and that Men will judge, that the 
Deſign of his Undertaking was, not only 
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ers Baptiſm 


to oppoſe the Inferences which Dr. Hicks 


and his Friend have drawn from the 
Church's: Articles and Rubrichs; hut alſo to 
endeavour to prove, the Valididity of our 
Diſſenting Teachers and other Lay-Bap- 
tiſms; this in due time will be prov'd up- 
on him, and the Inſufficiency of his Ima- 
ginary Arguments from the Church's ſup- 
posꝰd Opinion in this Weighty Matter, will 
fairly be repreſented to the Reader's View. 
But before I concern my ſelf with his 
way of Arguing, I muſt inform the Reader, 


that the Matter in Diſpute is only this, vis. 
. Whether Perſons not Anthoriz?d by their Bi. 


pos ag eſpecially: when they act in op 


tion to Epiſcopaty: it can adminiſter Ha. 
lid Bap: #7 . Jo na 5 18 1 
Queſtion which has been very largely Diſ. 
cuſs'd; and thoſe hd have Treated of it, 
have (among other Arguments) inſiſted up- 
on the Church: of Englands Articles and 
Rubricks, as ſtanding Evidences, againſt 
ſuch Perſons adminiſtring Valid Baptiſm: 


And that the Conſequences of the Church's 


Pablick Acts, do Null and make'Void,ſuch 


Vnauthoriz?d and Auti-Epiſcopal ' Baptiſms. 
now exerts himſelf; but with what ſtrength 
of Argument, I come now to Enquire. ' 
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. IV. The Poſt he 12 down, and 
which he preterids i is the only Deſi n of his: 


Book to prove, is this, Page ul. 6 Hat the 


„ Charth England hath by nv Publick' 
„ Alt of Hers, made or declared La- Bap- 
& tiſm tu be Invalid.” "This he endeas»' 
vours to evidence by three ſappe&d Argu- 
ments. 1%, From the two firſt Common« 


Prayer-Books - in the the Reign of King 
Edvard the VIth. Publiflfd,” Ammo 1549, 


and 1552. In both which Books; it was 


allow'd, that in Private Baptiſm (which 


was for Caſes of Neceſſity) — of the Per- 
ſons preſent ſhould Name and Baptize the 
Child: From whence our Author concludes; 
Page the ad and 4th, That as in Times of 
Popery, ſo in our firſt Reformation, the Bab. 
tiſm of F Lay-men and Midwives mus allow d; 
and that it was then the Belief of ih Charch of 
England, That a Child Baptiz'd by a Lay 
Perſon in une Matter and Form, is Law w_ 
and Perfectiy Baptix d. To which, [ Anſ\ 
That our Author himſelf do's in his 18th 
Page Confute the Poſitiveneſs of this Alſler- 


n; for, there he tells thus us, Eves the 


, Rubrick of King Edward's Book was ſo 
R * dere i Dilputable and 
5. Doubtfi ul, whether the Charch allow d or 


6e intended to allow of Lay- Baptiſm in Ca. 


* ſes. 7 erg. wa This e how uns 
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6 Diflentoxs Baptiſm 
certain he is in this Matter: But I further 
affirm, that it cannot be prov'd from the 
Church's Publick Act in thoſe two Com- 
mon- Prayer-Bools, that the Church be- 
liev'd VUnauthoria d Perſons could admini- 


ſter Valid Baptiſm; and my Reaſon is this, 
becauſe the Rubrick, as this Author him» 


ſelf quotes it, Prge 1 and 2, fays, Let 
„ them that be preſent call upon God, &c. 
And then one of | them Shall Name 
the Child, and Dip. him in the Mater, or 


3 


pour the Water upon him, ſaying theſe 


„Words, -N. I Baptize thee, &c. where- 


by it is plain, the Biſhops in thoſe Days 


Commanded this Baptiſm; [one of them 


Shall do it] eſteeming themiclves to have 


Authority to Command, and thereby to im- 
power ſuch a Baptizer for that Time and 
Circumſtance; and therefore the Perſon 
Eaptizing acted then ſin the Opinion of the 
Church] by Authority of the Biihops ; zhey 


were the commanding Power, which gave a 


Supposd Authority to ſuch Adminiſtrators, 


at the beginning of the Reformation: 80 


that, whatſoever Validity ſuch Baptiſms 


were beliey'd to have had, it was owing to 


the Baptizer's acting, (not by any pretend- 


| ed Power or Authority of lus own, much 


leſs in Oppoſition to the Church, but) by 


ty, ſuppos d to have been committed to the 
2 FL Members 


* 


1111 


* 


Mn of aj own A ee r that 
Time and. Circumſtance; which, whether 
right oz no, is no ways applicable to our 
Lay men and Diſſenters, who are atterly de- 
fume of any ſuch Plea, ſince the Alteration 


of our Office of Private Baptiſm, Which 


now, do's not attempt to give that Power, 
which the Church at the 8 inning of our 
Reformation was ſuppos d to have granted: 
And this I take to be a full Anſwer to our 
Writer's five firſt Pages. . 


§. V. Before Iost, any 1 n with 


this Author; I think. it neceſſary to enquire 
from the preſent Articles, . Canons and Ru- 


bricks of our Church, what. we may learn 
concerning Baptiſms perform'd without Au- 
thority; ſuch as our Diſſenters and other 
Lay-Baptiſms with us, are; and 8 Her, 
Opinion is about them? | 


8. VI. "Ola Church's XXXIX A 
then are Articles of Religion; and there- 


fore are Matters of Doctrine relating to 


God and his Laws; and not meer Dockrines 
and Commandments of Men, to be chang'd 
and alter'd at Pleafure, as ſome have re- 
reſented. them; for, they were made for 
the ſtabliſhing of Conſent roiiching, True. 
Religion, as their Title declares; and they 
Were . and Frag, Be 


* 
* * 


« Church o 2 land, agreeable to God's 


| Senſe of the Church, Unlawful dr the 


ix 4 
Scraments, when he pretends to 1 


3 do contain the True — of "the 


« tov,” as the Declaration prefix*d to 
them-do's Mfirirt——Sþ that, what they pro- 
nounce to be Lawful, or Unlawful, muſt 
neceſſarily be acknowledged to be fo, with 
reſpect to True Religion taught in the Word 
of God; which is the Standard by which 
theſe Articles were made; and therefore 
What they call Unlamful, is certainly: in the 


Word of God himſelf. 9 | : 


. VII. Her 23d Article FO tit | 
& i im Not Lawful, [therefore 'tis contra» 
ry to the Law of God] © for any Man to 
tale upon him the Office of ——mmniſtring the 
& Facraments— before he be Law Fully calÞd 
&« and ſent to execute the ſame.” The Law 
relating to the miniſtring of Sacraments, is 
in our Saviour's Iuſtitution of them, there- 
fore, tis by this Article, contrary to the 
very Inſtitution of the Chriſtian Sacramen 
for an) Man to take upon him the Office o 
mining them, before he be Lanful) calPd 
and ſent, Conſequently, a Man not ca 
and ſent, as our Lay«men.and Piſſenters are 
74885 contrary to the Inſtitution of the 


ſter them; becauſe, he is not that Lauf 


oe gd ſer Admitiſitator, he” the 1 nw 
6 | Rirutiog 
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ſtitution of the Sacraments' conſtantly and 


_ : 


* 


I ; 5 * . *. * W 1 4 Joy 
ad Uoid, %c. © 


unalterably do's require; and what will 
make ſuch: pretended Miniſtrations Inva- 
lid, if contrariety to the very Effential Law 
of the Inſtitution will not? Tf the Church, 
in any of her Articles, had ſaid, I ig not 
Lawful for any other Form to be uſed in Bup- 
of the Son, t the Holy Ghoſt; would 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ; would 
not any reaſonable Man, that made uſe of 
his Faculty of Thinking, preſently conclude, 
that the Church excluded all other Forms, 


becauſe of their being contrary to the In- 


ſtituted Form of Baptiſm? Would he not 
ſrom thence infer, that, pretended Baptiſm, 
with ſuch an U. inſtituted Form, is not the 
Inſtituted Baptiſm? Would he not ſay, that 
he learnꝰd this from the Church's: Article; 
and conſequently, that the Church NalPd 

ſuch a Baptiſm-#'T don't doubt but he 
would; and why then ſhould'we not con- 
ſtrue the Church's 23d Article, to Null 
Baptiſins perform'd' by ſuch as Were Neu 
call d or ſent? Certainly the ſame Reaſon” 

will hold for her Nulling*rhis, as for her 
voiding the other ſuppoſed Baptiſmi, ſince 

the Aüthorizd Adminiſttator is as much, 
and 4 Der alle a pars of the Inſtitution of 
Baptiſm, as the Form it ſelf is: Our Church: 

in this- Article, is declaring” ber DoBtine - 
concerning tlie Miniffer of” Sacraments; 
Flis Poctrine of Her's relates to True Refs 
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10 Diſſentets Waptim 
gion, as was before obſerv'd, S. VI. There. 
tore, When She ſays, is not Lamful, &c. 
She do's not refer to any Human Law; 
ſhe do's not appeal to any Arbitrary. In- 
junction of Man, but to the Divine Law 
recorded in Holy Scripture; that Law is 
the Only Standard, whereby Articles of 
True Religion are to be try'd and examin'd, 
and tis from this Law that She takes Her 
True Doctrine concerning the Miniſter of 
Sacraments; and tis only to this Law that 
She appeals, when ſhe ſays, It is not Lam. 
ce ful for an) Man to take upon him the Of. 
e fice, &c. So that, If this Divine Law of 
the Inſtitution of Chriſtian Sacraments, 
makes the Authority of him who miniſters 
them, to be an Eſſential. part of their In- 
ſtitution; then the Church, by this Ar- 
ticle appealing to the ſame Law, do's 
: alto Determine, that the, Authority of the 
Miniſter is an Eſſential part of that Law, 
and conſequently, that the Whole Law is 
Vacated, hen one of its Eſſential. Parts is 
made Void, as it certainly is, in the Caſe 
of Daauthoris d and Anti- Epiſcopal Bapriſm: 
And to gainſay this, our Author muſt en- 
ter into tg. Merits of che Cauſe, and endea- 
 Ygur to prove ſuch Baptiſm good and Valid, 
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0. very boah fa engage bupſclfin this 


; der! But further, the C urch does not rel 
here; She ſays more ſtill 31 For, 8 * "IN | 
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Null and Uni i ue: 


$. VIII. In Her 26th Article, ſhe affirms, 

concerning the Miniſter of Baptiſm ( which 
is one of the Sacraments She is there ſpeaks 
ing of) That he dos “ ot miniſter the 
ſame in his oon Name, bot in Chritt's, 
« and by his Commiſſion 4 Authority.“ 

K That the Sacraments be efectual, 
« becauſe of Chriſs Jnſtitution a o- 
mite.“ This ſhe aſſerts, to take off the 
Scruples of ſome miſtaken People, who 
think, that the Efficacy of the Word and 
Sacraments is deſtroy d, by the Wicked- 
neſs of the Miniſter who 'Officiares i in them. 
Wherein we may obſerve, by what Means 


| ſhe would reduce their erroneous Judg- 
ments; for, by this Article, She informs 


them, that i it is not the Worthineſs or San- 
City of the Miniſter's Perſon, but the Com. 
miſlion by which he Ads, that they ought 


chiefly to regard; the Sacraments are / not 


his, but Chriſt's, becauſe miniſtred by his 
Commiſſion und Authority; and. the Church 
gives this of Chr 25 s Commiſſion and Auto. 
rity, for the Rea 
Diniſtry even of Bad Men in « xe⸗ 
* ceiving-the Sacraments ; bur this can 
never hold with reſpe& to the Miniſtry of 
any Man, how.Good and Holy ſoever, that 
is not Authoriz'd ; for he can upon No ac- 
count ny be PEN to NE Chreft 5 


Cem. 
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Commiſios and Authority. The Antics fays 

alſo, that the Sacraments are © effe7nal, - 
6 becauſe of Chriſt's Inſtitution and Promiſe ;' 
If fo, then take away the Cauſe, and their 

effectuality will . The Cauſe of their 

being Effectual, is Chriſt's Inſtitution and 

Promiſe; His Inſtitution [of Go ye] is want- 

ing, when an Unauthoriz'd Perſon attempts 

to Baptize, (St. Matt. xxviii. 19. and Arti. 

cle 23 of the Church of England) His Pro- 

miſe is alſo here no ways concern'd, for, 

that [Lo I am with you always, &c.] was made 

only to Authoriz'd N (St. Matth. 
XXVili. 19.) conſequently the Uncommiſſi- 
on'd Baptizer has neither Chriſt's Inſtitu- 
tion, nor his Promiſe, and therefore his 
 Miniſtration being deſtitute of theſe, has 
not the Cauſe ſufficient to make it effectual 
by this 26th Article of our Church ; and 
the unavoidable Conſequence of this 1 is, that 
ſuch his Miniftration is in its own Nature 
ineffectual, and therefore Null and Void, 
| becauſe deſtitute of the Cauſe which makes 
Good and V. alid. 


S. IX. The with Article of the mg 
of England . Baptiſm to be not on) 

% Sign of Profeſſion and Mark of Diffe- 
e rence, & c. but alſo a Sign f Regener ation 
4 op New Birth, ; whereby, 'asby an Inſtru⸗ 


N ment, 1 that receive Ea, * 
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c are grafied into the Church, the Pro- 
% miſes of Forgiveneſs of Sin, and of our A. 
Adoption to be the Sons of God, &c. are bi- 
_ < ſibly Sign'd and Seal'd; and in her 
moſt Excellent Catechiſm ſhe teaches, that 
a Sacrament is a“ Pledge 0 4ſſure us of 
Inward Spiritual Grace, conſequently, that, 
Baptiſm (which is a Sacrament) is a.Pleage 
or Earneſt given us, to aſſure us of thoſe in- 
finite Bleſſings before ſpoken of in the 27th 
Article. This Illuſtrates the Reaſon of the 
Church's Aſſertions in her 23d and 26th. 
Articles; for, hereby She neceſſarily gives 
us to underſtand, that, to the Eſſential 
Adminiſtring of Chriſtian Sacraments , 
there muſt be ſomething ſufficient to give 
them the true Value and Worth of an I- 
ſtrument viſibly Sign'd and SeaPd betwen God 
and us. — Something, that may give them 
the true Power and Virtue of God's Pledge 
or Earneſt to us, that we ſhall be partakers 
of his unſpeakable Graces and wt 
This Something, can be no other, than ei- 
ther God hümfelf or his Lawful Attorney, 
ſent by him to act in his Stead; for, 
Signing and Sealing, and giving of Pledges 
can never be validly done by any, but ei- 
ther the eine, who Covenants with us 
directly, or by his appointed Agent, whom 
he ſends to Covenant with us in his Stead. 
And there is no other conceivable Revead 
LE Ry Way, 
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Way, under our preſent Chiiſtian Diſpen- | 
tion, "for God viſibly to Sizn and Seal to us, 
and give us an outward Viſibie pledge to 

aſſure us of, his Grace and Favour, but by 

by means of his Commiſſion'd Subſtitutes, 

— and therefore tis the Church's Poctrinè 

in this 29th Article, and in her moſt admi- 

rable Catechiſm, that Men muſt be veſted 

with the Divine Commiſſion to Baptize, 

becauſe, without ſuch a Commiſſion, Bap- 
tiſm is not a Sign, Seal, and Pledge on God's 
Part, and therefore not the Baptiſm which 
he Inſtituted, Conſequently no Chriſtian 
Baptiſm, and if ſo, then utterly Invalid. 


8. X. Again: In the 37th Article, our 

Church ſays, We give not to our Prin. 

& ces the Miniſtring either of God's 

« Word, or of the Sacraments, —— but 
nn only Prerogative, &c,—— that 
I they ſhould, Rule all Eſtates and Degrees 
5 eee to their Charge by God, whe- 
4 ther they be Eccleſiaſtical or Temporal, and 

4 and reftrain with the Civil Sword the 

„„ Stubborn and Evil Doers., | 
The Church by this Expreſſion, We give 

not to our Princes, &c. is to be underſtood 

to. mean, We attribute not to our Princes, or we 

believe not that our Princes have, the Power 0r 

Authority of miniſtring either God' s Word or 

the Waeraments, Th She is to be n 
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ſtood in this Senſe, is plain, by what. fol- 
lows in the Article; for, 'tis not to be ſup- 
pos'd, that She gives Princes the Prerngay 
tive of Ruling, &c. that Prerogative they 
have, without any Gift from her; She on- 
ly deſigns to teach us, that ſhe believes 
Princes have ſuch a Prerogative . So 
that the Church informs us in this Article, 
That our Princes themſelves, Have not the 
Power of miniſtring the Sacraments: Now, 


as ſuch, had that Power; becauſe; a Man's 
being a Prince, do's by no means deprive 
him of any Power he had as a Lay-Chri- 


ty ; therefore, ſince our Church do's be- 
lieve, and her Belief is True, that our 


ther Lay-men to be deſtitute of this Power, 
.——otherwiſe, inferior Lay-Chr 
as ſuch, Superior in Spiritual Power, to their 


D and therefore, tis the Belief. of our 
Church, that Princes and other Lay-Chri- 


ſtians, attempting (without Authority). to 
d adminiſter Sacraments, do not miniſter 
„e them; for if they do miniſter Sacraments, 
then the miniſtring of the Sacraments is in 


their Power, which is contrary to the Arti- 
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this could not be true, if Lay-Chriſtians, 


ſtian, before his Promotion to that Digni- 
Princes have not the Power of Miniſtring 
Sacraments: She neceſſarily includes all o- 
iſtians, are, 


Lay-Chriſtian Sovereigus, which i8 abſurd; | 


dle; and therefore, any unauthoriz'd At- 
| C , "RR 


16 Ditlenters Waptilm 
tempt of theirs to Miniſter the Sacraments 
is in the Senſe of this Article, a Null and 
Void Miniſtration. 


$. XI. Thus we have ſeen what the 
Church has taught us by her Articles; vir. 
That to the Adminiſtration of the Sacra- 
ments, their Inſtitution, which is the on- 
ly Law that appoints Eſſentials, requires 
this Eſſential, that the Adminiſtrator of 
them, and therefore of Baptiſm, be law- 

fully Call and Sent, Article 38d. 
| That the Efficacy, or Validity of the Sa- 
craments, and confequently of Baptiſm, is 
founded upon the Commiſſion which the Ad. 
miniſtrator has receiv'd from Chriſt, Ar- 

ticle 26th. - wann 
That the Miniſtration of the Sacrament 
of Baptiſm is a viſible Signing, Sealing, and 
ivins to us 4 Pledge on God's Part, and 
therefore neceſſarily requires, that it be done 
either by God himſelf, who is the Princi. 
pal; or elſe by one Authoriz'd by him 
to act therein, as his lawful Attorney, (Ar- 

ticle 27th, and Church Catechiſm.) 
Laſtly, That even our Princes, and there 
fore no other unauthoriz'd Lay- man what- 
ſoever, has this Commiſſion. to miniſter 
any Sacrament, Article 39th ;—— and 
conſequently, that when any ſach unav- i 
thoriz'd Perſon attempts to Baptise, he 3 
00 


7” 


no Inſtituted Baptizer ; his miniſtration is 
not effectual; his Act, is no viſible Signing 
Scaling, or giving a Pledge on God's Part ; 
his medling in the Matter is not the mini- 
ſtring of the Sacrament, and therefore a 
total Nullity in all Reſpects. Thus far we 
have ſeen the Church's Senſe in this Mat- 
ter, as deliver'd to us by her Articles of 
Religion, which are her ſtanding Laws, 


& 


by which all her Members are oblig'd to be 


_ Govern'd. 


. XII. As for the other Laws of the 
Church, as they ſtand at preſent, tis evi- 
dent, that they allow of no perfect or valid 
Baptiſm without a lawful Miniſter ; For, 
the 3oth Canon ſpeaking of this Matter, 
ſays, That * Her the Miniſter dipping the 
« infaut in Water, or laying Water: upon 
«* the Face of i (as the manner 4lſo is) hath 
pronounced theſe Words ; J Baptiſe thee 
in the Name of the Father, and of 
_ © the Son, and of the Poly Ghoſt, 


; cc the Tyf, ant ts fully and perfectly B aptic > 


Tis by the Canon, the Miniſter's doing this,* 
that makes the full and perfect Baptiſm ; 
She. does not ſay, or ſo much as intimate, 
that it is, gr can he perfect Baptiſm, with- 
out rhe Miniſter; and ſhe means nothing 
elſe by Minifter here, than one aurhoriz d 
lawfully, as is plain by the aboveſsid A-. 
<8 2 ties, 


a 


18 -Diſlenters Baptiſm 
ticles, and by all other her publick Ads 
whatſoever, 9 


& XIII. And what this lawful Authority 
is, the Preface to her Book of Ordination 
determins and Limits, (for that is alſo ano. 

ther of her Laws) viz. © That none ſhall be 
„ ſuffer'd to execate any of the Function 
(of a Biſhop, Prieſt, or Deacon] — except 
he hath had formerly Epiſcopal Conſecra. 
„ tion, or Ordination.“ Tis the Function 
of thoſe Spiritual Officers to Baptize. 
and therefore this Law of the Church ſays, 
That None ſhall be ſuffer'd to Baptize, ex- 
cept he hath had Epiſcopal Ordination. 
And for this her juſt and Neceſſary Law, 
ſhe appeals (in the very beginning of her 
ſaid Preface) not only to Antiquity; but 
alſo to the Teſtimony of the Holy Scrip- 
tures themſelves ; that Men may ſee, ſhe 
is not Arbitrary in this Injunction, but Go- 
vern'd therein by that Sacred Law, which 
obliges her and all other Churches in this 
Particular of Epiſcopal Ordination, to the 
end of the World. But to proceed, 


F. XIV. Tis to one or other of theſe i 
Lamful Miniſters, that our Church in ane- 
ther of her Laws, do's now Confine and Li. 
mit the Miniſtration of Baptiſm, and that 
is in her Office for Private Baptiſm ; hel 
N = Childra 
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Hull and Void, Ke. 19 
Children are in danger of Death; For b7 

all the Rabricks or Rules of that Office, tis 

requir'd and Commanded, that the Miniſter 
« of the Pariſh (or in his abſence any other 1 
Jam ful Miniſter that can be procur'd) ſhall = | 
Baptize the Child : The Church now pro- 
vides no other Baptizer ; ſhe leaves Chil- 
dren to Die without Baptiſm, rather than 
give allowance to any other to Baptize 
them in ſuch Caſes of Extremity: And can 
we believe that if ſhe thought Lay-Bapti/m 
to be Valid in its own Nature, ſhe would 
| have made ſuch Laws as confine Baptiſm 
to the Miniſter of the Pariſh,..or any other 
lawful Minifter ; Infomuch, that whaſoe- 
ver elſe ſhould now attempt to Baptize, in 
Caſes of Extremity, would involve himſelf 
in Sin, by preſuming like Saul and others, 
to meddle in Sacred Matters, where ne1- 
ther God nor his Church have allow'd him 
to concern himſelf? Can we pioufly be- 
lieve, that ſhe denies even oyr Princes, and 
conſequently all other unauthoriz d Lay» 
men, to have the Power of miniſtring Sax 
craments, as we ſee ſhe do's by her Arti- 
cles; and in Conſequence of this, in. her 
preſent Office of Private Baptiſm, allow of 
no other than a Lawful Miniſter to Bap- 
tize ; when at the ſame time ſhe Teaches, 
that the Sacraments are gererally, nol ary 10 

Vatogtion ; i. e. e to the Salvatio 
en "3 OE a 


20 Diſſenters Baptiſin 
of all who can have them? Can a True 
Aͤpoſtolical Church (4s ours is) be ſuppo'd 
to do all this, and yet eſteem unauthoriz d 
Lay-Baptiſms to be Valid? Does ſhe mean 
that Cafes of Neceſſity will make ſuch 
things Valid, as are in their own Mature 
Invalid, and could never have had any 
Validity at all, but by virtue of a Divine 
Law ? Could' Baptiſm have been Good and 
Valid for Spiritual Purpoſes, if Chriſt's 
Law had not made it fo? Is this Law 
obey*d, when an unauthoriz*d Perſon at- 
tempts to Baptize ? Is the pretended Bap- 
tiſm he gives, the inſtituted Miniſtration 
of Chriſtian Baptiſm ? Do's our Church 
believe it to be ſo? In what Article of her 
Religion do's ſhe own this? Where is it 
to be found ? And if our Defenders of 
thoſe pretended Baptiſms do not tell us 
where, we muſt conclude, that 'tis becauſe 
they are not able. And indeed they can- 
not but know, that to make any Baptiſm 
Valid for Supernatural Purpoſes, there muſt 
be a Divine Supernatural Law, they can- 
not be ignorant, that'our Church appeals 
to that Law, when ſhe fays, Tis not 
lawful for any Man to adminiſter the 
Sacraments before he be Call and Seat, 
dàs in her 23d Article; and therefore ſne 
would not venture upon fo bold an Af. 
ſertion as that of the Validity of ſuch un. 
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authoris'd Baptiſms, either in Expreſs or 
more General Terms; becauſe ſhe knows, 
and has therefore pronounced them to be, 
contrary to Chriſt's Inſtitution; and for 
that Reaſon, has made her Articles and 
Laws, to oblige us to obtain and adhere 
to, no other than the Authoriz d Baptiſm, 
And that we may all he ſecur d af obtaining 
this Baptiſm, {he is ſo very ſevere againſt 
the Lawfal Miniſter, who by his Negligence, 
ſuffers a Child in danger of Death, to die 
without Baptiſm, that in her 6th Canon 
ſhe thus Cenſures him; * If any Miniſter, 
( being duly without any manner of Colly- 
“ ſion, inform d of the weakneſs aud danger 
6 of Death of any Infant anbaptiz'd in bis 
& Pariſh, and thereupon, deſired to go or 
come ta the Place where the ſaid Infant 
remaineth, to Baptize the ſame, ſhall ei- 
& ther wilfally refuſe ſo to do, or of purpoſe, 
or of 55 7 s ſpall 1 5 4 
„time, as when he might conveniently have 
* reſorted to the Plast and Baptize the ſaid 
“% Infant, it dieth through ſuch his Default 
* unbaptized.; the ſaid Miniſter ſhall be 
« Suſpended far three Months, and before 
% his Reſtitutian ſball acknawleage his Fault, 
and promiſe before his Ordinary, that he 
will not wittingly incur the like again: 
*: Provided, that where there is a Curate 
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22 Diſſenters Waptilm 
or Subſtitute, this Conſtitution ſhall not 
extend to the Parſon, or Vicar himſelf, 
< but to the Curate or Subſfftute pre⸗ 
*« ſent.” This Cenſure ſhe inflicts only 
upon the Miniſter or his Curate preſent, 
becauſe they only are the Adminiſtrators 


of Baptiſm ; but certainly, if the Lay Fa- 


ther of the Child, or any other Lay Per- 


ſons in the Family, were ſuppos'd by the 
Church, to have in their Power the valid 


miniſtration of Baptiſm in {uch Caſes, the 


Church would have extended this Cenſure 
againſt him or them alſo, for ſuffering ſuch 


a Child to die Unbaptiz*d ; but this our 
Church would not do, becauſe ſuch Per. 


ſons, by her 37th Canon, have not upon 


- * 
- 


any account whatſoever, the Power of Bap- 
tizing. | * 


J. XV. I know that our. Author, and 
ſome others, will {till tell me, that I have 


not proved, — That our Church has, by 


her Articles, Canons, and Rubricks, made 
or declar'd Lay-Baptiſm to be Invalid; be- 
cauſe I have not produced any thing ſaid 
by her, that do's in Direct and «Expreſs 


Terme, aſſert Lsy-Baptiſm to be Null and 


Void. 


that this Objection ſmells rank of Fanaii- 


_ tiſm ; all Enemies to Truth, amuſe the Ig- 
E i | ; = 7 | 60 . „ norant 


norant with this Evaſive way of Arguing 3; 
Thus, the Quakers call for Expreſs Texts 1 
of Scripture, to prove the Neceſſity of the 11 
Chriſtian Sacraments. to the End of the il: 
World: The People call'd Anabaptiſts, re- 1 
quire expreſs words of Scripture for the Bap- ö 
tiſm of Infants: The Sabbatarians, or Se- 
venth-day Men call for poſitive Texts, to 
prove the Firſt Day of the Week to be iy 
the Chriſtian Sabbath: And all our Secta- = 
ries demand Direct and expreſs Texts, for | 
Divine Right of Epiſcopacy; but theſe | 
their Clamours, were. never thought ſuffi- 118 
cient and juſt Anſwers, to the many 
Proofs that have been brought for thoſe 
Doctrines, from General Texts of Scripture, 
as Expounded by the univerſal Practice of 
the pure Primitive Church. Our Author 
himſelf obſerves in his 12th Page, That 118 
Men may' make Premiſes f they will, but 118 
„ Conſequences make themſelves; If Baptiſm 1p 
« be abjolutely neceſſary from « Lawtful 
„ Hand, and 4 Lay-Hand be not 4 Lamful 
« Hand, then Lay-Baptiſm is not the Bap- 
* tiſm that is abſolutely: Neceſſary ; It muſt 
* therefore be had from a Hand that is Law» 
„fal.“ Here he makes a full Period, 
and this he argues, to ſhew King James 
the Firſt's Inconſiſtency with himſelf, in 
aſſerting the abſolute! Neceſſity of ken. 
4 8 "i tiſm 


24 Diſſenters Baptiſm ; 
tiſm from a Lawful Hand; and yet deny. 
ing (what he calls) Rebaptization, to thoſe 
who were Baptiz?d by Lay Hands, whom 
the King aſfirm'd alſo to be Unlawful 
Hands, This Argument of our Author 
againſt King James, lands equally good 
in the preſent Caſe before us, for the 
Church has made ſuch Premiſes by hey 
Articles and Laws, as determine, that to 
adminiſter Sacraments, unauthorized Hands 
are Unlawful Hands; the Law by which 
ſhe comes to know this, has alſo deter- 
 min'd, that *tis neceſſary for us to receive 
' Sacraments from Lawful Hands, —— the 
Conſequence makes it ſelf, that Baptiſm 
by unauthoriz'd Hands, is not the Baptiſm 
that is Neceſſary ; —— Therefore by the 
Laws of Chrift, and of our Church, it 
muſt be had from Lawtul, i. e. Authoriz'd 
Hands; this we gain from our Author's 
Argument againſt King James. But not 
to put theſe Gentlemen off thus; It is no- 
torious, that Publick Acts, or Laws, either 
of Church or State, which empower Men 
to confer ſuch Privileges on others, as they ln 
could not obtain before ſuch Publick Acts 

pr Laws were made; I ſay tis evident, 
tharTach publick Laws are generally made 
and make Void, the Attempts of uncom- Bll 
6 3 8 5 N miſſioned I 
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miſſioned Perſons, who pretend to give 


the Privileges granted hy thoſe Publick 


Acts; and yet, thoſe Publick Acts or Laws 
do, by neceſſary Conſequence, Invalidate 
and make Void the Attempts of all uncom- 
miſſion'd Pretenders ; for this Reaſon ; be- 
cauſe the granting a Commiſſion to con- 
fer on others ſuch particular and ſpecial 
Privileges, plainly implies, that thoſe Pri- 
vileges are not to be had, (under the pre- 
ſent Circumſtance of things) but by vir- 
tue of that Commiſſion ; elſe, what need 
of rhe Legiſlator's giving any Commiſſion 
at all? *Tis enough that the Lad preſcibes * 

a Commiſſion ; this Limiting Act of the 
Law, excludes the Uncommiſſion d, and this 
Excluſion of them, makes their Acts, (for 
which the Commiſſion was appointed by 

the Law) to be meer Nullities, as is plain 
in Cafes of Naturalizations and Freedoms, 
to be granted and conferr'd (according to 


Law) by Commiſſion'd Officers and Ma- 


22 for if Aliens and Strangers (in 
ſuch Caſes) apply themſelves to others to 
be Naturaliz d, or made Free, they'll find 


themſelves miſtaken in their imaginary 


Privileges; and notwithſtanding all the 
formal Pretences of the Uncommiſſion d 
Perſons they apply d themſelves to, they'll 
be all as deſtitute of a Freedom. as they 
ff... EEE 


* 


26 TMDiſlenters Baptiſm 
were before ſuch their Application; be. 
cauſe the thing they ſought for, was by 
the Law appointed to be conferr'd on them, 
only by Commiſſion'd Perſons; and with. 
out this Law, they had no Right at all to 
ſuch a Freedom. 


S. XVI. This is the very Caſe of Bap- 
tiſm appointed by Chrift himſelf, to be 
perform'd, by his Commiſfion'd Officers, 
and {his Law has diſcover'd to us no o- 
thers that can Miniſter it) for the recei- 
ving of us into the number of his Children, 
and making us free Denizens of his Spiri- 
tual Kingdom; This is a Privilege unſp:ak- 

. ably Great and Glorious: But without our 
ſubmitting to this Law of his, we have no 
aſſurance, of obtaining it; If we do not re- 
ceive our Title to it at their Hands, whom 

he has Commiſſion'd to convey it, we fru- 
ſtrate the Deſign of his Law; and conſe- 
quently receive not that which his Law 
intended us, becauſe he committed the Au- 
thority of veſting us with it, Only to thoſe 
who bear his Commiſſion, and our Refu - 
ſing or Neglecting to receive the Title to 
this Privilege at their Hands, is a deſpiſing 
of his Authority, whoſe. Commiſſion. they 
are veſted with, and confequently a put- 
ting our ſelves out of the * ny 

gr : 7 >> 2 5 ons 


Mull and Udid, Kc. 27 
ſerib'd to us, by the fundamental Law of 
Chriſt, the Supreme Legiſlator of the Chri- 
ſtian Church. „ ey 

Our Church in conformity to this Origi- 
nal Law of our Saviour, has made Articles, 
Canons and Rubricks, which aflerr this 
Power to be in No Others, but his Commiſſi- 
on'd Officers : She denies it to belong to a- 
ny other Man; nay, to our very Princes; 
and does therefore in all her publick Acts re- 

quire, that we apply ourſelves to the Lanful 
 Minifter for Baptiſm ; She provides no o- 
ther, for Caſes of greateſt Bxtremity; and 
what is this, but confining. the Power of 
Baptiſm to the lawful Miniſter, and there- 
fore, of excluding all others from that Pow- 
er; and in conſequence of that, Nulling 
and making Void their Acts, tho? not in 
expreſs Words, yet by the neceſſary conſe- 
quence of her Laws, agreeable to thoſe 
Laws that were made by Chrift himſelf ?. _ 

Where does the Scripture in expreſs Terms 
Null and make Void a Baptiſm performed 
without Mater? Certainly, no where; yet, 
the Law of Chrift makes it Null; becauſe 

it requires Water. Where does the Scrip- 
ture in pojitive Terms pronounce Baptiſm 
Null and Void, when perform'd without 
the Form in the Name of the Trinity ? No 

where; yet it is Null and Void by Chriſt's 
Os s Law, 
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Law, becauſe, that, requires the Form id 
the Name of the Trinity: So, Laſtly, where 
does the Sacred Scripture in Direct, Plain, 
Poſſitive Terms, ſay, that Baptiſm by One 
not Commiſſion d is Void, and of no Effect? 
This is a Queſtion will pleaſe the Adverſary, 


and I aſſure him, that I know of no ſuch 


ofitive, direct Text; and yet ſuch a Bap. 
ſy Null and Void Chrifs Inſtitui. 
on; becauſe, tha Law of his requires, That 
Baptiſm ſhould be perform d by 4 Commiſi. 
on d Perfon. And I Challenge our Author 
to prove, that the Law of Chriſt lays a 
greater ſtreſs upon either Wer or the Form, 
in the Name of the Trinity, than it does up- 
on the Commiſſion, and if it does not, then 
the ſame Law that Nulls a Baptiſm done 
without either Mater or the Form, does ne- 
cefſanly Null a Baptiſm perform'd without 


a Commiſſions And conſequently our 


Charch's Articles, Canons and Rubricks, 


aſſernng and requiring this Commiſſion, as 


the Original Law it ſelf does, muſt neceſſa- 
rily Null and Void a Baptiſm perform'd 
without this Commithon, tho? ſhe dees not 
expreſly do fo, any more than the Original 


* 


3 "4 


S. XV. 
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$. XVII. Our Author's Relation of the | 
Conference at Hampton Court, is nothing to + 6 
the purpoſe; for the Opinions deliver'd |} | 
there, Page 6, 7, 8 and 9g. do not amount to 1 
any Publick Act of the Church of Exgland. [|| 
King James diſlik'd the former allowance of . 
Women and Laicks Baptizing. Arch-Bi- | | 
ſhop Whitgift affirm'd, that then it was not ll 
allow?d, but cenſur*d by the Biſhops in their 1 
Viſitations. The Biſhop of Worceſter, Ba- 4 
bington; That the fir ſt Refor mers made the = 
Rubrick in King Edward's Book ambiguoul- 
ly, becauſe - otherwiſe perhaps the Book 1} 
would not then have paſs'd the Parliament, | 
—— Biſhop Bancroft ; That the Rubrick in- | 
tended a Permiſſion of Private Perſans to 1 
Baptize in a Caſe of Neceſſity; that it was | 
agreeable to the Practice of the Antient 
Church and for this appeals to A&#s ii. 
where mention is made of three thouſand being 1 
Baptiæ d in a Day, which cou'd not be ſup- i: 
pos d to be done by St. Perer himſelf Butt 
the Anſwer to the Baptizing of ſo many in 41 
{o ſhort a time is eaſie, without nabe; 44 
unauthoriz'd Lay-Bapnzers ; for all the aa 
poſtles were then at Jeruſalem; and if each 110 
of them had taken his ſhare, it would not * 
= have amounted to above 250 Perſons to be 
= Þaptiz'd by an Apoſtle in a Day, which 


— ＋ 


k cally ive been compale'd by him, in 


yy 
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a much ſhorter time, namely, in two or three 
Hours at molt [conſidering that in our Days 
one Biſhop can Confirm above five Hundred 
Perſons in leſs than three or four Hours time, 
with a much longer Form of Words, than 
the Form us'd in Baptiſm is; as we find by 
Experience; and that two Clergy-Men, can 
in two or three Hours time, adminiſter both 
Bread and Wine, to above five Hundred 
Communicants, and at the Delivery of each 
Element uſe a much longer Form to each 
Communicant, than the Form of Bapriſm] 
If there had been any need for every Apoſtle 
ſo to Baprize, as I think there was not, be. 
cauſe, the Apoſtles might Authoztze by their 
Power, and conſequently. have with them 
a ſufficient Number of Perſons authoriz'd 
to do the Work, as we find upon the occaſion i 
of Cornelius and his Company's Baptiſm; W 
for the Scripture tells us, that Peter commani- 
ed them to be Baptig d &c. Acts X. 48. they 
were not baptiz'd by anauthori d Perſons, 
but by ſuch as acted by the Apoſtle Com 
mand: As here alſo, tis plain that the three 
Thouſand were not baptiz*d by Perſons who 
ated without, much leſs in oppoſition to the 
Authority of the A poltles, for “ they contin 
„ned ſtedfaſtly in the —— Doctrine uni 
'« Fellowſhip, which they could not be 
ſaid to have done, if they had acted miibuut, 
? or 
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or in oppoſition to their Authority and Com- 
miſſion, and therefore their Caſe is no Ways 


applicable to our Diſſenters, who act in oppo- 


now lodg'd in Chriſtian Biſhops. 
But to return to the Hampton-Conrt Con- 


ſity of Baptiſm if lawfully to be had, 3. e. 
from lawful Miniſters, by whom alone, and 
no private Perſon in any Caſe, it may be ad- 
miniſter'd (ſays the King) tho? (continues 


en on thoſe whom Women or Laicks have 


ſaid, that, 'To deny private Perſons to bap- 
tize in Caſe of Neceſſity, were to croſs all 
Antiquity, and the common Practice of the 
Church, it being a Rule agreed on amongſt 
Divines, that the Miniſter is not of the Eſſence 
of the Sacrament, King James anſwer'd, 
Tho? he be not of the Eſſence of the Sacra» 


Right and Lawful Miniſtry thereof, Cc. 
to which that Biſhop made no Reply. Now, 


cerning the Judgment of the Church of 
Eiland? We have here only Five 
or Six Members of the Church debat- 
ing this Matter; ſome for, and others a- 
Ws g2inlt the Rubrick in King Edward's Book; 


but 


ſition to the Apoſtolic Authority and Power * 


ference—— King James preſs'd the Neceſ- 
his Majeſty) I utterly diſlike all Rebaptizati> - 


baptiz?d.—The Biſhop of Minton Bilſon, 


f ment, yet is he of the Eſſence of the 


= what can any one learn from all this, con- 
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bot ia this whoſe Conference, nothing 
chat can be brought {6 much as to Coufte 


Lay-Baptiſms; for the Queſtion Was upon 


.* V * 4 — — 2 
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nance our Diſſenters and other unauthorizd 


the whole, only whether the Church, 5..z. 
the Biſhops thereof, could or ſhould Au- 
thorize Lay-Men or Midwives ro baptize 
in Caſe of Neceſſity ; Whatever may be the 
reſolt of ſich a Diſpute, our untuthori?'d 

Baptiſms can gain nothing by it, for, if of 
Biſhops could (as our firſt Reformers bred 
up under the Church of Rome ſeem to think 
they could) give Lay-Men ſuch Authority; 
yet *tis Fact, that as our Church's Laws now 
ſtand, the Biſhops have not ſo authoriz'd 

Lay-Men, for the Old Rubrick was alter- 

ed upon this Conference, and afterward 

the Alteration Was Confirth'd by Con 

tion, on purpoſe to keep out Lay-Baptizers, 

even in Times of Neceſſity; whereby tlie 

Church's former Act of allowing Lay Mem- 
bers of her Communion to Baptize, Was Re. 

pealed, and therefore our Diſſemters Bap- 

tiſms are unauchoriz'd Baptiſms; they are 

alſo void of the leaſt Pretence to Neceſſith, 
being a deliberate and wilful Choice of 'their 

own, in oppoſition to the Authority of the 

Church: And by what Rule they can be 

Valid, is not to be imagin'd, fince they ate 
not ſo by any Law either of God or d 

8 — our 


% 
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our Church, or of the pure Primitive Church 


§. XVIII. Our Author acknowledges 

| page 17. That Our Church does nom Call for 

ce and require a Lanful Miniſter 4 One, Epiſe 

&« copally Ordain'd; that ſbe neither allows nr 
permits any other to Baptize, that ſhe hereby 

Ss < Jmplicitely foꝛbids any other; and en- 
© quires after, Cenſures and Paniſhes (where 

= © {be can) ſuch as Adminiſter Baptiſm if they 
are not qualified Lamfully to do it. 4nd 
het he does not think the Church of England 
does by any, or all theſe Rabricks [ i. e. of 
„Private Baptiſm ] intend to make or declare 
Lg. Baptiſin to be Invalid, for if it did 
© (fays be, page 18.) it would Certainly and 
= © Emprefly Order ſuch Children (as were only 


\ © Baptiz'd by Lay-Men) to be Re- bapt ie d. 
But I muſt deſire this Gentleman to think a- 
gain For notwithſtanding his firſt 
Thoughts; theſe Limizing Aﬀs of the 
„Church, taken in Conjunction with her 
Articles, which make the Commiſion Eſſen- 
„ to the Adminiſtration of Boptiſm, do by 


receſſary Conſequence Null, and make 
Void Un-authoriz?d Baptiſm, for the ſeve- 
Wal Reaſons I have before Inſiſted on; and 
f theſe Baptiſms are ſo made Null and Void, 
ben there muſt neceſſarily follow (what 
= D 2 | our 
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our Author Calls) Re-baptization and which 
I term to be no other, than the One Inſtitu- 
ted Chriſtian Baptiſm ; to which give 
me leave to add, that in our Preſent Office 
for Private Baptiſm, there is a Rubrick 
which prohibits Re-baptizations, in ſuch a 
Manner, as neceſſarily implies a Command to 
Re-baptize [in our Author's Language] in 
ſome particular Caſes ; and the Rubrick is 
this, © If the Miniſter ſhall find by the anſwers 
, ſuch as bring the Child, that all 
© Things were done as they ought to 

« he; then ſhall not he Chriſten the Chili 

& again, but ſhall receive him as One of the 

2 __ of True Chriſtian People, ſaying 
thus, HE . 

« J Certify you that in this Caſe all is Well 
done; and according unto due Omer 
& Concerning the Baptizing of this Child; 
Here's a Prohibition of Chriſtening again; 
upon this, and this Ozly Condition, Tha 


& all things were done as they ought to br," 
which is a plain intimation, that if all 7h. 
were not done as they ought to be, the M 
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is 
. 
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nifter of the Pariſh muſt Chriſten the Child; 
otherwiſe how can he receive the Childs E 1 
appointed; and tell us in the Church Bn 


Words all is well done, and according uno 
due Order, when all is no: well done, and at 1 
Order has not been Obſerv'd ? The al Th 


which 
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which the Church in her Articles, Canons, 
and Rubricks requires to be done, are, that 
the Baptiſm be perform'd by an Authoriz'd 
Perſon ; that it be with Water; and that 
it be done in the name of the Trinity ; ſhe 
(as our Saviour himſelf did before her) De- 
fines all theſe three to be Neceſſary—and 
if ſhe ſeems to give any preference to One 


more than another, tis to the Commiſſion by 


which the baptizer Acts, as we may ſee in 
her ſeveral Articles before Diſcours'd on; 
however, by our Author's own Confeſſion 
paze 17, ſhe allows of no other, inſtead of 


the Commiſſionꝰd baptizer ; therefore if a- 


nother did it, the Deſign of the Church is 
fruſtrated ; this is contrary to due Order, and 
therefore cannot be Certified to be well done, 
as this Rubrick deſign'd it, conſequently af 
things were not © done as they ought to be; 
= therefore what was not done as it ought to be, 


muſt now be done; that is, the Child muſt 


be baptiz'd by the Lawful Miniſter, to make 
good the Truth of this Rubrick, ** 7 Certify 
Joa & c. For can it be believed by any 
reaſonable Man ; that our Church requires 
her Prieſts to utter ſuch Untruths as theſe, 
concerning Perſons Waſh'd or Sprinkled by 
unauthoriz'd Lay-Teachers, ſuch as our Dil- 
{enters are, I Certify you that in this Caſe all 
RR LE a. — 
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« is well done, and according unto due O:⸗ 
<« der; when *tis ſo. I dane, and direct. 
ly contrary to Order that it is Wicked, 
becauſe not Lawful, as being contrary to the 
very Inſtitution of Baptiſm, as ſhe has ſuf- 
| ficiently taught us; and *tis alſo directly i 

oppoſition to her own Expreis Order and 
Command? Is all well daze, when Chriſt's and 
the Church's Laws are tranſgreſs'd? Are 
all things according unto due Order, when 
Our Saviour's, and the Church's Rules are 
oppos d? This the Church does not require 
her Prieſts to affirm, tis abominable to ſup-- 
poſe, that ſhe. does any thing like it; and 

therefore ſhe does not in this Rubrick en- 
join the Miniſter of the Pariſh /o to receive 
Perſons, who have only been Waſh'd and 
Sprinkled by unauthoriz'd Lay Teachers; 
and Conſequently. expects by this her Law, 
that they be qualified, to have thoſe Words 
verify*d concerning them; and that can be 
(under the preſent Circumſtances) by no 0- 
ther means, than that of Baptiſm, by one 


Commiſfion'd to Adminiſter it. 


S. XIX. But in Oppoſition to all thit, our 
Author tries to prove, That the Church of 
England hath in the Rabricks [for private 
Baptiſm, ] © aeclar'd her Judgment to be, 
„that (in the Words of - Biſhop B#- 

PP 134 : ds 119 « ſon) 
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cc an The Miniſter is nat And hi ho Ellence 
« of the Sacrament. is he labours 
at in Page 20, 21, and I he W. bag 
of what he ſays there, e a to this, 
that becauſe Fi Church in þ ofe BR. ubricks 
does not call the L 700 20 Mizijler an Eſſentia 
of Baptiſm; but incexts this his Clauſe before 
her two laſt Queſtians, viz. © Recauſe Jon 
8 „ things Eſſential to this Sacrament may bap- 
& pen to be omitted through Fear ar Haſte in 
« ſuch times of Epen f therefore I demand 
0 farther of you. With what atter was ths 
Child Baptiz?d? With what Words was this 
Child Baptiz'd ? That therefore the Church 
determins the W, ater and Form of Words i 0 
the Name of the Trinity, to be the Only 
Eſſentials belonging to the Sacrament; he- 
cauſe ſhe does not ſay, If a Tata eppear 
that the Child was Baptis d awful Mini- 
er, let it be e 2d; all that 
ſhe ſays is, If which br fi, the Infant, 
Kc. da make 7 2 TIO Anſwers, &C. 
* 4s that it cannot appear t bat the Child was 
8 Bapt iæ d wilh Water, in the Name of the 
« Faber, &c. (wbich are Eſſential Parts 4 
8 Baptiſm) then let the Prieſt Baptize it in t 
Form, &c. If thou art not already Bap. 
* tized, N. I Baptize thee, &c. From all 
which 'be concludes, that in the Judgment 
x * Church o 8 the „ fs 
4 mob 
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not of the Eſſence of the Sacrament. Or ra- 
ther (if he means any thing at all to' the 
purpoſe) That the Miniſter is not Eſſential 
to the adminiſtration of the Sacrament. This 
is the full Scope of all that he ſays :——And 
to this I Anſwer, The Church put in theſe 
Diſtinguiſhing Words of Eſſential parts of 
| Baptiſm, concerning Water, and the Form in 
the Name of the Niniey, to oppoſe the He- 
reſy of ſome who deny'd the neceſſity of 
Mater; and of the Socinians, and other He- 
reticks, who deny'd the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, and reſus'd to Baptiſe in that Name; 
and this ſhe did, not with a deſign to ex- 
clude the neceſſity of the Lanful Miniſter. 
— But further, I affirm, That the Infe- 
rence he draws, viz. That in the Judgment 
of the Church of England, there is nothing 
elſe Eſſential to the Miniſtration of Baptiſm; 
and therefore that the Lamful Miniſter 1s 
not Eſſential to the Miniſtration thereof, is 
a falſe Concluſion; becauſe, the Church in 
this Office, does not pronounce thoſe two 
things to be the Ozly Eſſentials relating to the 
Sacrament; which ſhe muſt have done, if 
ſhe deſign'd by this Office to have excluded 
the Miniſter from having any Eſſential Re- 
lation thereto; her calling thoſe two, by the 
Name of ſome Things Eſſential to this Sairt- 
ment, or in other Words, Eſſential parts f 
Baptiſm, Plainly leaves room for the Com: 
Fo NE. miſſion'd 
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miſſion'd Officer, who is the Perſon Eſſenti 
ally related thereto; they, are the Eſſential 
parts of the Thing to be adminiſtred; and 


ziſter it; for, if the Church did here de- 
ſign to exclude the Miniſter from being 
Eſſential to the adminiſtration of the Sacra- 


ticles, which teach, That he is the Eſſen- 
tial Adminiſtrator ; and we muſt not allow 
that the Church is contradictious to her ſelf. 

The Church in her 3oth Article, ſpeak- 
ing of both Kinds, viz. The Bread and 
Wine in the Sacrament of the Lord's Sup- 
per, calls them © Both the Parts of the Lord's 
&« Sacrament ; Will our Author from hence 
infer, that Bread and Wine given ſeriouſly 
in a Religious manner by a Lay-man or 
Woman, as the Lord's Sacrament, is 
W therefore the Lord's Sacrament? Will he 
ſay, that the Prieſt is not as nearly re- 
lated to the Adminiſtration of this Sacra- 
ment, as the Bread and Wine are to the 
Sacrament it ſelf? For the Church here, 
calls nothing but Bread and Wine the Parts 
of this Sacrament ; but in other of her 
Laws ſhe makes the Lawful Miniſter, 
Eſſential to the Miniſtration of thoſe Parts; 
and therefore Bread and_ Wine are not 


ment, tho' this zoth Article Mentions no 
EEE 
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he is the Eſſential Officer Who is to admi- 


ment, ſhe would contradi& her own Ar- 


all the Eſſentials relating to the Sacra- - 
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particular Law ſhould fay, that Signing 


nant, inſomuch, as that it is Void by Lau, 


the Form in the Name of the Trinity, ar Wi 
Eſſential parts [of the Covenant] of Bapti/n; 
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more than Bread and Wine. Suppoſe ; 


and Sealing a Covenant for Example, are 
Eſſential Parts of the Covenant, would any 
One who knew the Nature of a Covenant, 
from hence conclude, that the Law meant 
thereby, that there is nothing elſe that has 
any Eſſential Relation to the Covenant! 
Do's not every Body that knows what i 
Covenant is, agree, that notwithſtanding 
this mode of ſpeaking, another Law 4 
requires, that the Signing and Sealing muſt 
be by a proper Perſon ; and that there. 
fore, this other Law, makes that proyg: 
Perſon an Eſſential Relation to the Cove 


if not Sign'd and SeaPd by him? This s 
a very familiar Inſtance, and exactly age: 
able to the Caſe before us; far the Chur 
by theſe Rubricks ſays, That Water and 


but every one who knows the Churchs 
Laws concerning this Covenant, knows 
that ſhe do's not hereby ſay, that there 5 
nothing elſe that has any Eſſential Relation BN 
to Baptiſm ; for, notwithſtanding this wa} BY 


of ſpeaking in her Rubricks, C Eſſentid 1 


por of Baptiſm]; there are ather Law 6 1 
hers that require theſe Eſſential Bang 2 
4 185 | IE as 
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Baptiſm to be apply” an aut ha- 
7200 Per ſon, and that da therefore make 
this Authoriz d Perſan, to be an Eſſential 
Relation to this Covenant of Baptiſm; in- 
ſomuch, as that it is Void by thoſe other 
Laws, if not performed by him. This is 
evident by the * Church's own Publick Acts; 
for in her 23d, 26th, 27th, and 37th Ar- 
ticles of Religion, & Ce. founded upon Chrilt's 
Inftitution of Baptiſm, which is the Only 
Original Law by which ſhe, and all others 
can judge what are the Eſſentials of Bape 
tim, and of the Admiuiſtratian thereof; 
ſay, 'tis certain from theſe, and I hoe 
have prov'd it, that our Church has pro- 
nounced and determined, That the Law- 


x2 WW + 3 XvWHWX , "Fw ww. % w- 


fal Miniſter is Eſſeatial to the Adwiniſt ra: 
tion of Baptiſm ; and becauſe he is Eſſes- 
4 to the adminiſtration of it, therefore 


ſhe ſecures to us, that he ſhall adminiſter 
ir by her 6gth Canon, and by theſe Ru- 
; bricks, as I have before obſecv'd. This 
being done, the Church had no need then, 

to make further Enquiry into the Elleotiat 
ef the Adminiſtration, becauſe her preceed- 
3 ng Rubricks, and the true Anſwer to the 
| A it Queſtion, * By whom was this Child Bap- 
ea, had A lit atisfigd. the Laws of 
brit and his Church, concerning the E/- 
Wc 44nivifravor ; and all Occaſion. of 


further 
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further Enquiry concerning him was taken 
away, and therefore no need of any ex- 
preſs Rule for Conditional Baptiſm, upon ſup. 
poſition of the want before, of a lawful 
Miniſter but if ever ſuch an Accident as 
the want of a lawful Miniſter ſhould hap. 
pen, the Church has provided alfo for 
that, in a more general Rubrick of this 
Office, as I have before obſerv'd in my 
XVTHHth Section: ——— To which I add, 
that the Miniſter of the Pariſh is not bound 
to ask any Queſtions at all concerning the 
Child's previous Baptiſm, if it was not 
baptized by a Lawful Miniſter; for, the Ru- 
brick fays, © But if the Child were Baptiz'i 
« by any other Lawful Miniſter, then the M. 
„ nifter of the Pariſh ſhall Examine and tn 
whether the Child be Lawfully Baptized 
4 10. He is Then, when the Child has been 
Baptiz'd before by a lawful Miniſter, totry 
and Examine ;—— Therefore not oblig d 
to try or Examine any thing about ih 
when *tis pretendedly Baptiz'd by an Un- 
authoriz?d Perſon ; for that ſaves him the 
Enquiry, whether *rwas Lawfwlly, becauſt f 
*twas Unlawfully Baptiz d; So careful is th 
Church to ſecure the Baptiſm, by a lawivl 
Miniſter, becauſe her rticl make bin , 
_© Eſſential to a ration of | 3 
Her Buſineſs was next to ſecure the Eſlnjl 


"SY 


_— 
= 
1 
= 
* * we 8 


2 


Re F n 


1 ſwering to his Objection, 36: | 
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tials of the Thing Adminiſtred, becauſe, even 


ſome of them might have been omitted 
by the haſte, Cc. of the Eſſential Admini: 


ſtrator: For, the Office or Authority of 


the Baptizer, tho? Eſſential to the admini- 
ſtration of this Sacrament, is not ſuffici- 
ent to give Validity by it ſelf, without the 
Eſſentials of the Thing to be adminiſtred, 


Which are Water and the Form in the 


Name of the Trinity. Theſe are the 
« Some Things Eſſential to this Sacrament, 
which the Church ſpeaks of, and the Com- 
miſſion is the other Eſſential to the admi- 
niſtration of it, which the Church alſo e- 
qually aſſerts in her Articles. Without 
theſe three Eſſentials requir'd by Chriſt's 
Inſtitution, and the Church's Articles, Ca- 
non's and Rubricks, the Church knows 


| of no Perfect Baptiſm ; and 'tis only upon 


the account of all [ i. e. theſe ] things, be- 
ing done as they ought to be, that ſhe pro- 
hibits by a following Rubrick in this Of. 
tice, a Re-baptization. . 

Before I take my leave of our Author 
upon this Head, I muſt recommend to 
him theſe two, Memorandams, which are ve- 
ry much to the purpoſe of what I am an- 
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Words of a Sacrament to be adminiſter i, 
thing to the purpoſe 
thereon ; and it maybe Sign'd too; and 


or eiſe his Attorney a 


N ullity in the Eye of the Law to all In. 


TY Biſſenters Baptilin 
1/f. That the Authotiz?d Miniſter bo. 


ing Efſentizl to the adminiftration of rhe Wl v 
Sacrament, cauſes, that when an VUnau: Wl ft 
thoriz'd' Perſon attempts to adminifter it, a1 
he does nothing in the Deſign of the Law; fe 
juſt as'when a Porter attempts by his pre. b. 
tended Authority to give à Freedom of Wl i! 
this City, tho' with all the other Forma. a 
lities repuir'd, yet gives #o Freedom, be: p 
cauſe the Chamberlain is the Eſfential Ad. F 
miniſtrator of Freedoms by the Law. ! 


And, 
with, That the Eſſential M atter . 


may be ready at Hand, and yet ſignify no 

of a Sacrament, ſot 
want of due Application by an Eſſential 
Miniſter; juſt as the Eſſential Words ofa 
Covenant may be ready drawn up, the 
Parchment Stamp'd, the Sealing - Wax 
Drop'd, the Improffion of the Seal made 
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yet ſignif nothing to the purpoſe of a COD 
venant, for want of either the Principal 
Who is to Sign, Seal, and deliver the Deed; 

inted by him, to 
—_ 51 elſe 
a meer 


ub pm A, np yawn pp od OO. AM 


do it in his ſtead; Let v 
do this, it amounts to nothing, 


aa La RV2V- 


tents Lag * ; tho' the Law 2 
bun 


I 


omit to ſay ſo in expreſs Words; yet the 
very Nature of the the thing as the Law 
ſtands, do's neceſſarily infer that it is Null 
and Void : — And if the Law ſhould be, 
ſo Expreſs, as to declare it null for want of 
being Stamp'd, it does not thence follow 
that it is Good and Valid when ozly Stamp'd, 
and not Sign'd and SeaPd by the pro- 
per Perſon ; for the want of this proper 
Perſon will ſtill make it Null, the' the 
Letter of the Law do's not expreſly Null 
it for that Want. 2 


Notice 'of another thing Infinuated by this 


ple may be thought very Material; and 
tis in Page 18, 19, and 32, &. where he 
would Argue, that the Church of England 
do's not neceſſarily Invalidate Lay-Bap- 


that the lawful Miniſter ſhould Baptize; 
he ſays, that the Invalidity of Lay-Bap- 


Order of our Church; 'becauſe, the Church 
of Rome in all the Rubricks of her Office 
of Baptiſt, only mentions the Prieſt, 'the 
I ccerdos; The tells us in none of them, that 
de permits or allows of any other but a 
erde, — and yet do's not in Conſe- 


Mull and Void, Ke. 43 


& XX. I had like to have forgot to take 


Author, which in the Opinion of ſome Peo- 


tiſm by requiring in her Office of Baptiſm, 


tiſm, is no neceſſary Cofiſequence of this 


quence 
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46 Diſſenters Baptiſm 
quence of theſe her Rubricks (which ſeem 
to confine the Power of Baptiſm to the 
Prieſt—) make Null and Void Lay-Bap- 
tiſm, for every Body knows that ſhe al- 
lows it to be Good and Valid. This is 
what our Author thinks a good Argument: 
But the Anſwer thereto is exceeding eaſie. 
The Church of Ezglazd reſtrains and con- 
fines the Power of Baptizing to the lawful 
Miniſter, by all her preſent Publick AQs; 
ſhe no where either in her Canons, Articles, 
. or Rubrigks, allows any other this Power 
for Caſes of greateſt Extremity, and there- 
fore, we reckon that her Deſign is, to In- M 
validate Lay-Baptiſm ; But the Church of W 
Rome, ſeems to confine this Power to the 
Sacerdos in all the Rubricks of her Office; 
tho? in reality by her Publick Canons ſhe 
declares that ſhe gives that Power to Lay: 
men, and by theſe her Canons now in 
force, which are her Laws as much as her 
Rubricks are, — ſhe tells all the World, that 
her Rubricks are not deſign'd to confine 
the Power of Baptiſm only to the Prieſt; 
but that ſhe alſo allows of the Validity d 
Lay-Baptiſm ; which the Church of E 
land no where do's. And therefore the A 
gument from the Rubricks of the Church 
of Rome, to the Rubricks of the Church a 
England is utterly Falſma. 
ee e, 
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§. XXI. I am now come to what our 
Author calls his ſecond Proof, Page 23; 
and to it I ſhall tack his third and Laſt, 
page 36, being both alike Subſtantial 3 
and to be overthrown by the ſame Ar- 
uments. His ſecond Proof, That the 
Church hath by no Publict Ai of hers, made 


| or Declar d e to be Invalid, is ta- 
| ken, © from the ſilence of the Church of Eng- 
' © land i» this particular, that ſhe has 
in no Publick Alt of hers, Order'd ſuch 
a : « as have been Baptiz'd by Lay Hands, to 
be Rebapriz?d by a Lanful Miniſter; — 
WH © Bur har abe Biſbops ever ſince the Res 
"BR © foration confirmed ſuch Baptiz'd Per- 
l Z « ſons, as well " as thoſe that were Ba Hizd 
h Lawfui Miniſters. That 'moſt Peo- 
die will conclude from hence, that 4 Bi. 
"ms © ſoop who ſo confirmed, held thoſe Baptiſms 
lH © zo be Valid, and he thinks this is as plain 
- 7 « as if it were deduc d from Definitions, 


Axioms, and ' Propoſitions, page 27; 


. sc. This laſt is a pretty Rub upon 
ee Author of Lo-Bepriſm Invalid, but 
Ae good the Argument is, Let the In- 
. elligent Reader judge. His third Proof, 


be terms it, is fetch'd ““ from the Si. 
= lence of the Preachers, and the Writers. of 
% Charch ef England in this Point | 
Vom 1660, to the Tear — 
= 15 = rom 
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„ from my Lords, the Biſhops ger 1 
* Share to rheir Clergy, in their Viſuati 
* os, &c. Thut all Lay- 


this Reaſon, becauſe he knows in his Con 
ſcience that his whole Book is built. up 

Ao better Foundation, than this pretended 
Silence; he inſiſts upon it; that © che: h. 


ſuppoſe he here means the Churchs 
Ordering any of them to be Re-baptiz'l 
— for, the Church's [Ordering one of then] 
has another meaning than I believe he de. 
ad. :- T0 fg 
wy in Anſwer to all this; I have alte Wl 
dy endeavour'd to prove, that the Chard i 
in Convocation, Whoſe Voice we may ol 2 
hear if we pleaſe, in her Articles, Canons . 
and Rubricks; is not Silent, but ſpeaks lou 
ly enough to us concerning this Matter 


aptiæ d Per ſans mu 
4. be Baptiz'd a-new ; and he ſays, page 
<* 37, 38, off this Silence of the, Beck, 
ce ſtical Governours; of the Pariſh Priel. . 
ee and of the Writers of Controverſy, be.m 
« Proof of the Church of England. 
« Judment in the Matter ; I muſt Deſpar 
« of knowing what can be One. Þor 


« ſhops Confirmation [of Lay-baptiz'd Per. WM 
“ ſons ] in 1661, and ſince; and i 
ce Church's ordering none of them to be R. 
„ baptiz*d, is 4 good Proof, page 29? | 


_ 


I 


WPePtiz'd by Lay Hands? But further, 
3 | o E 2 What 
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England but that. If any would obtrude 
upon us the Practice of particular Members 
how Great and Numerous ſoever; and call 
that, the Principle and Doctrine of our 
Church; before we give him Credit, he 
muſt allow us to Compare their Practice, 
with the Church's Written and Publiſh'd 
Articles and Laws, and if we find Practi- 


ces Inconſiſtent with theſe, we muſt prefer 


the latter, and reject and bewail the former. 
Who tells this Author, that the -Biſhops 
Confirm'd Lay-baptiz'd Perſons as rightly 
Baptizd ; that their hers did it with 
a particular regard to the Validity of ſuch 
Baptiſms ? J can tell him of Confirmations 
in our Days, perform'd upon this Principle, 
that the Baptiſm receiv*d by the Confirm'd 
Perſon, from the Hands of Diſſenting Teach- 


J ers [who are Laicks, ] was not Good and V- 
li before Confirmation, but made Valid 
; by Confirmation; this ( tho? J abſolutely 


deny the Principle) I can prove by living 


Witneſſes, to be the Foundation upon 
vhich Confirmation has been lately given 


o Perſons ſo eee Baptid d; and how 
an our Author prove, that the Biſhops 


ce the Reſtoration went upon any other 
. 2 0 © . 1 2 — WIS 
Anciple than this, in their Confirmation 
1 ff Diſſenters Children, who were only 


50 Diſlenters Baptiſm 
What if I ſhould affirm, that, tho' during 
tlie time of the 3 Unnatural Rebellion, 
when the Epiſcopal Miniſters were thrown 
and kept out of their Livings, yet they per- 
form'd their Spiritual F unctions, and Bap. 
tiz d the Children of the Members of the 
Church of Exgland; and that almoſt all 
the Teachers, who got into their Benef. 
ces by complying with the Wickedneſs df 
the Times, had before been Epiſcopally 
Ordain'd, and ſo were impomered to Baptist; 
and that upon theſe accounts, the Biſho i 
when they Confirm'd after the Reſtoration, W 
might not ſuppoſe that any were brought 
to be Confirm'd by them, but ſuch as hal Ml 
been Epiſcopally Baptiz'd ; and that they Wl 
did not expect any of our Anti-Epiſcopal Wl 
Diſſenters Children who were otherwik al 
Baptiz d, ſhould be brought to them for 
Confirmation? What if J ſhould iofiſt vv i 
on theſe things? Can our Author prove t0 
the contrary ? If he can; then, 
How do's he know, but the Biſhops d 


that time, ſubject to like Failings and Pa: 
ſions with other Men, were loth by full 
Diſcriminating Acts to rouze the Turbuwl 
Spirit of Rebellion, then but hardly layifl 
alleep, by the Reſtoration ? What if te 
Experience they had had of Arch- Bifi 
Laud's Fate, who was brought to the "7 4 


, 
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by Pha natiek. Barhromly for endeavour- 
ing to Reſtore and Eſtabliſh much ſmal- 
ler Matters in the Church ; might make 
them not willing to expoſe themſelves and 
the Church, to the inſatiable Rage of ſuch 
Mercileſs Perſecutors; by their open and 
in direct Terms Proclaiming Anti-Epiſcopal 
Diſſenters to be, not Incorporated Mem- 
bers of Chriſt's Church? Is it any new 


ching for good Men, to be thus Intimida- 
: eG? 


? Is not the great Apoſtle. St. Peter, an 
Inſtance of this frailty of Humane Nature? 
See his Behaviour with reſpect to the Jews 
and Gentiles, for which St. Paul withſtood 
him to the Face, Gal. ii. 11, 12. — St. Bar- 
nabas alſo was carried away with the ſame 
Fault, to Temporize with the Jewiſh Chri- 


ſtians, for which, St. Paul loudly-Proclaims, 


that“ They walked not uprightly, according to 


; | the Truth of the Goſpel. Indeed the very 


beſt of Men, without any Affront to their 


Character, yea, and very great Bodies of 


Men too, have been, till are, and always 
will be, in this World, liable to Infirmi- 
ties ; and muſt Practices conſequent there- 
upon, be us'd as Arguments againſt the 
known Laws of that Church whereof they 
are Members, and even Governors? Mult 
theſe be call'd ſuch Proofs ! ſo clear and fo 
eyident ! that we muſt deſpair of Proofs 
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what is not a Proof to thoſe who will have 
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if theſe are not ſo? This is amazing! But 


it one? However, to bring this Matter to 
a ſhort Iſſue. From particular Practices to Pub. 
lick Principles, there is no Argument: Let 
our Author prove, that the Confirmation of 
Perſons Baptized by anauthoriæ d Baptizers, 
is a Neceſſary Conſequence of our Church's 
Articles and Laws concerning Baptiſm and 


Confirmation; And when he has done 


this, then I fairly promiſe him, publickly 
to acknowledge, that it is the Judgment 
of the Church of Exgland, that unautho- 
riz d Baptiſms, and conſequently our Dif 
ſenters Baptiſms, are good and Valid. 
But this he has not yet done, and I dare 
further add, that he never will ; therefore, 
the Church's Laws ſtand againſt him, and 
his Inſtances of promiſcuous Confirmations 


(among which ſome who never were Bap- 


tiz'd, either in Reality, or in Pretence, 
have been admitted for want of due Enquiry) 
are. no more Arguments of the Chureh's 
Judgment, that unauthoriz'd Baptiſms are 
good and Valid ; than the Confirmation 
of unbaptiz'd Perſons, is an Argument, 
that our Church efteems Baptiſm not ne- 
ceſſary, as a previous Qualification to be 
Confirm'd by the Biſhop, 6225 


8. XII 
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s. XXII. As for the Silence of our Wri- 
ters of Controverſy, it is pla in, that ſome 
of them did inſiſt upon the Invalidity of 
our Diſſentens Ordinations, I need not men- 
tion Farticulars, they are in moſt Mens 
Hands who have addicted themſelves to the 
Study of ſuch Books; The Conſequence of 
this Invalidity the Diſſenters took very 
heinouſly, for they charg'd' ſuch Writers 
with it, that they thereby NulPd their 
= Miniſtrations ; thoſe Writers did nat 
deny the Charge, and therefore: in effect 
= own'd the Confequence; and put it upon 


= the Diſſenters to get clear of it, hy proving 
W the Validity of their Ordinations if they 
= could; The Separatifts knew as well. as eves 
y Body elſe, that our Controverſial Wri⸗ 


ders denying the Validity of their Orders, 


was a conſequential denying of the Valids 
dity of their Miniſtrations, and therefore 
they labour'd hard, (tho? all in vain ). to 
prove that their Ordinations were: good and 
Valid; for, if they had not attempted 
this, they eaſily perceiv d, that their Intereſt 
would: have: ſunk, by the Departure of 
their deluded Proſelytes; who otherwiſe 
= would have concluded (as from a firſt Prin- 
= Ciple of Chriſtianity) that if their Teachers 


were nat Minifters of Chriſt, they could not 


have the Power of winiſiring Chriſt's Sa- 
Me; E 4 craments; 
* 
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eraments; this is ſo natural a Concluſion 
that you may hear it always drawn from 
the Invalidity of Ordinations, by the Honeſt 


and ſincere of all Parties, whoſe Mind 


are not corrupted by other falſe Principles, 
Tell but an Honeſt Presbyterian, Indepengen, 
or Anabaptiſt Diſſenter, that his Teacher 
are not Miniſters of Chriſt, he'll preſently 
ſtare with Wonder and Amazement at 

our Uncharitableneſs (as he thinks it) 

ecauſe he thence gathers, that you den 


his Teacher's Miniſtrations, and thatyyou 


mean thereby, that they and their Depem 
dents are wot Chriſtians : the Diſſenting Tew 


chers know this ſo well, that it is ane-df 
their Maſter-Tricks to deceive their Hear: 


ers and Readers, with theſe Glorious Titles 
concerning themſelves, The Reverend ſuch 
a One, Miniſter of Gad's Word, Miniſter 0 


the Goſpel ; take ah Owens and their Locus 


will tail, becauſe Men will naturally fly 

from ſuch Pretenders, when they dilcove 

thoſe Titles not to belong to them, concli- 

ding that they are deſtitute of the Powe 

of miniſtring Chriſt's Ordinances to them 

This Natural Conſequence is the true Rev 
{on of tlieir Quarrels againſt, not only our 

Controverſial - Writers, who hayedeny' 
the validity of their Orders, but alſa out 
Church, who requires the heſt of 19 
„ CRE 
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Teachers to be Epiſcopally Ordain d, to mini- 
ſter the Chriſtian Sacraments, inferring 
from hence, that thoſe Writers, and our 
Church too, do by nulling their Orders, 
make Null and Void their Miniſtrations. 
This our Author doubtleſs knows as Well 
as I do, if he would ſpeak out; but whe- 
ther he will or no, that Church and her 
W Writers, who agree together to render the 
W Ordinations of our Diſſenters Null and Void, 
by neceſſary pager bs mein 1, that their 
Miniſtrations are alſo Invalid, if we may 
eive any Credit to the Underſtanding of not 

only Church- men, but even the Diſſenters 
chemſelves, who take it ſo hard at their 
Hands: And indeed, it muſt be acknow- 
edę'd on all accounts, that if the Conſe- 
gquences are Uncharitable; the Premiſes are 
ſo too, for they are inſeparable from one a- 
nother in the Senſe of all unbyaſsd Under- 
ſtandings. But of theſe, Things enough. 1 
have only a few Things more to this Wri⸗ 
ter, and {hall then Conclude. 


„ü __ 
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.. S. XXIII. In his 34th Page he diſcovers 
himſelf plainly enough, and gives us a Si- 
Nile whereby to illuſtrate the Validity of 
Tay. Baptiſm, which notwithſtanding his 
Declarations to the contrary, is an àrgu- 
ent, that he has a mind to ſay ſomething 
an the Merire of the Cauſe, and to en- 
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56 DWiſſenters Baptilin 
deavour to prove Lay-Baptifm to be Gaol if 
and Valid: His Simile is about the Coin 
age of Current Money; which tho it h 
Aby the Law appropriated to the Prin 
% and made highly Criminal for any bu 
« his Subſtitutes to Coin it; yet upon ſup 
4 poſition that another ſhould Coin Me 
& ney of the ſame Value, Standard, Stamy, 
CE &:. as the Law requires, tho? the Cow 
«er would be juftly 1 the M 
. ney. ſo Coin'd 25 um would be Cu- 
<4 rent; and the Prince would not od. 
* it to be Re-coin'd, nor the People reſuſ Wn; 
22 uu. _ 1 think is * 
Objection againſt Lay-Baptizm's being 
and Void, 25 e to be Aud 1 
and theſe makers of Similes, or Compas 
fons of things, are ſo very unhappy in they 
Choice, that they pitch upon nothing thut 
is proper to their undertaking, for they an 
fure, whether thro? Defign I will 10 
judge, to omit ſuch Similitudes as have 
ny thing parallel to the Matter'Diſputed; 
and fo Mars fail of their Argument 3 be 
cau ere Inſtances are not paxallel, Agi. 
non, will jy ry This iu our Au - 
. Cafe ; He ſhould have contriv* ſomething . 
ele inftead of Money coinꝰ d; for that i 
ways parallel to a Perſon -Baptiz”@z bo Bn 
fauſo Money is an Inanimate Seen | 
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Hull and-Udsid, Ke. $7 
thing, Man is the direct contrary ;\ Money 
Iis incapable of Conſciouſneſs; 'and ther- 
fore of any Law velating to its .Coining 5 
Man is a Rational Being, capable of Re- 
Ikgion, and therefore c nſcious: rohimfelf; 
Wupon Information, whether he has obe d 
the Law of Baptiſm or no; Money nei- 
Wrher enjoys any Benefit, nor ſuffers any 
Hurt for being right or wrong Coin'&; but 
Aan is to partake of and enjoy infinite Ad- 
Wvantages, by being rightly Baptiz'd, and 
bas no Promiſe of obtaining them without 
euch Baptiſm ; Laſtly, Money being but 
reer inactive Matter, cannot be ſuppos'd 
o be anſwerable for concurring with the 
crime of the unlawful Coiner; but Man, 
cn in his Infancy, by his Reprefenta- 
ves, who undertake for him, is active in 
5 Baptiſm, and concurs with any Eſſen- 
ial Crime committed againſt the funda- 
cnt! Law of Baptiſm, by him who at- 
empted to Baptize; and eſpecially conſi- 
ering that he expreſly or virtually takes 
WP! that his Sureties did for him, upon 
Tſe, when he eomes to; Years. of Dif- 
eetion: 80 that, there being ſuch an inff- 
7 Diſparity between Money coin'd by an 
wt Coiner, and Man Baptiz'd by an 
> uthoriz?d Hand, the Currency of ſuch 
oney is no Argument, for the — 


58 DTDiſlenters/Baptiſin 
and -Malidiny of ſuch Unauthorized Bap. 
tiſm; and therefore ſuch Baptiſms are Nul 
and Void, notwithſtanding our Author 
vain Attempt by this Compariſon, to prove 
them Good and Valid as the Authoriz' 
Baptiſms. 14 MG? +7 9 


8. XXIV. In his 35th Page he tells his 
Reader concerning ade by Diſſentins WM 
Teachers, thus, Abundance of People, | 
1 doubt, are eaſily led to think their B 
© tifms to be Invalid, becauſe, they think Wi 
f their Baptiſms be allow d, the tei 
f their Miniſterial Performances mul 
be alſo Valid, But this was held to be 
. © Conſequence by the ancient rf © 1 
.: #* Chriſt, nor is it 4 Conſequence held by th 
Church of England. *Tis WBaptilit 
* qlone that is not Invalidated and mul 
Mull, tho? conferr'd ' by an unlawful Mi 
niſter, or a meer Lay Chriſtian, &c. 
Here's a plain acknowledgment, that tit 
“ other Miniſtrations of our Diſſentig 
Teachers are Invalid; For, ſayhliè, Ci 
„ Baptilm alone that 55 ot Invalidu. 
< ed,” But upon what Fodation dos 
our Author intimate, that their other Min 
Erations are Null? Are they not eſtabliſii 
upon the ſame Foundation as that of 54 
film? Is it not the ſame Lord who F 
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apes ? No, 
ew us who 
gave them that Authority? Are not, their 
other Miniſtrations Null, becauſe, they 
were never Authori='d for them? Cextain- 
ly that is the Reaſon of their Nullity. 
And the very ſame Reaſon ſtands good for 
the Nulling of their Baptiſms. Are not 
their other Miniſtrations not only without, 
but in Oppoſition to the Church, and there- 
fore Void? Their Baptiſm is ſo too, and 
therefore Invalid alſo. 
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Han for their other Miniſtrati- 
they have not. Therefore the 
ſame Laws of Chriſt and his Church that 

Null thoſe their other Miniſtrations, do 
Null and Void their Bapt iſms too; _ 
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his ſaying that this was held to be no Cad 


& Conran by the Antient Church of Chriſf® i 
2 Notorious fallacy, put upon Ignorant 
Readers; but it cannot be Falm - upon 
thoſe who are acquainted with the State 
of the Antient Church: For 'tis wel 
known, that the Primitive times were not 


exercis d with any ſuch Anti-Epiſcopal Bap 


tiſms, as theſe wherewitk the Church xs 
peſter'd in our Days, and therefore the Az 
cient Church has ſaid nothing about them, 


_& Rabricks, in x 5.46 and 1552: Andthd 


“ therefore the Allowance 1 
4 was not thought to Claſh, or be Inn 


& ſiſtent with thoſe Articles: page 30. Z 
: f Us 9 


J anfwer, that their ſo making thoſe 

bricks, is a Sign that they did nt allow 
the Validity of Unauthoriz'd BapfiIm, ſuch 
as our Diſſenters are; and forhis, I mu 
deſire the Reader to turn ba to what! 
Yave Ind in my e e eee 


S. XXVI. I might here ſpeak to his Ap 
pendix and the Letter, annex'd to oy 


S. XXV. As for what this Writer ſays M 
that I may know, concerning the 23d and 
26th Articles of our Church; viz. © 44M 

& they were malle by many of the ſame Pu. 
ple, who made the Office of Baptiſm ul 4 
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Mrs. Baldwin calls the Second Edition of his 
ſwer, being foreign to this Author's De- 
lard Undertaki "a viz, to ſhew the Jadg - 
ment of the Church; and the-only Deſign of 
my Anſwer thereto, is to let the World 
See, by her Publick Ads, what her real O- 
W pinion is of this Matter. — Mr. Hooker's 
Judgment be it what it will, is no Stan- 
dard for either of us in this Diſpute: Mr. 
W 7horndike?s Expreſſions make nothing for 
PVrauthorigd Baptiſm; for, his Opinions 


(ea upon this Notion, that Biſhops can 
3 as this Power to Lay-men, that they ſhall 


fa Prieſt: This is not the thing at preſent 
under Debate; The pretend 1 
ef our Diſſenters are of another Nature, 
ot Authoriz'd by the Biſhops ; but plain- 
in Oppoſition to Epiſcopacy itſelf —Dr. 
(ois Letter to Mr. Cordel, is founded 
on Preglyterian and ſome Popiſh Doctors 
Notions {ye not Poſitively but Dubioully 
2 N him) concerning Ordinations ; 
9 that the whole Superſtructure of that Let- 
e, is onfy an Amuzement, having no 
re Foundation whereon to ſettle a Doubt- 
il Mind ; tis too long for me at preſent 
eule Notice of the particulars of that 
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Book; but they deſerve, no particular An- 


3 concerning Lay-: priſm, are plainly Foun» 


aptize in Caſe of Extremity, and want 
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6> Wiſlentzes Waptm 
Letter, it all ſiffice me vo l, That f 
Generality of our Divines who were Bull 
wes in France with Dr: Coſins; and the IA 
iy too, refuſed to Communicate with 'th 
French Proteſtants, and even Dr. Coſins, thi 
he went ſometimes to their Temples | 
Charenton, yet never would Communic 
with them in what they call'd the Sach 
ments; by reaſon of their want of a M 
fion : This is what is well atteſted,” an 
the Evidence can be produc'd, but T h 
no need to 1 be particular upuli 
it; becauſe in Truth ?tis no part of 1 
preſent Undertaking, which is confin'd "ll 
the Laws of the Church of England, as th 
now ſtand ; Hooker, Thorndike, and Co 
be their Opinions what they Will, areal 
no weight in this Debate, ſince the 5 3 
ment of the Church of England is not limb 
ted to their particular Sentiments ; I call 
produce Men as great as they, who thouglt 
very Differently from what they didg ! 
this would not be ſuitable tg 
which is only to let the Req 
our Church by her Pablick J 
us to believe, 
Baptiſme. 
Suppoſe our Au | 1 
produc'd any ſufficient Evidence, that 
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See? number of Biſhops of our Churc, 5M 
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former Times, ſince the Reſtoration, had 
favour'd his Opinion ſo far, as, at a private 
Conſult, either at Lambeth, or any other 
Epiſcopal Palace; to give it under their 
Hands, that Unauthoriæx d Baptiſm when 
done with Water, and theſe Words, In the 
Name of the Father &c. is Good and Valid; 
Suppoſe he could ſhew'us, or had Publiſh- 
ed (as I dare ſay He cannot) that they had 
Sign'd ſuch their Opinion, drawn up in a 
Declaration to this Effect. 
% Foraſmuch as Sundry Perſons have of late 
« by their Preaching, Writing, and Diſcourſe. 
« es poſſeſs rhe Minds of many People, with 
« Doubts and Scruples about the Validity of 
their Baptiſm, to their great Trouble and Dij- 


1 1 quiet. ol 10 15 

We, The Arch-Biſhops, and Biſbops, whoſe 
_ Vs are umder-written, haue thought it 
icumbent on 45, to Declare onr ſeveral 
Opinions, in Conformity with the Judgment 
and Practice of the Catholic Church; and 
© of the Charch of England is particular 3 
* That ſueh Perſons as have been Baptiz'd in, 
F or with Water, in the Name of the Fa- 
ther, . not to be Baptiz'd again. 
Aud to prevent any ſuch Practice in aur 
__ -/p:five Dicceſes, we do require our ſe- 
108. © Clergy, chat they preſume - not to 
eee any Ant Pexſon my 
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64 FDiſſeniters Baptiſnt 
ver, without giving as timely Notice, « 
* the Rubrick requires.” ES... 
Even ſuch an Inftance as this, if he 
could produce it, Would not Amount ty 
the Fudgment of the Church of England; 
ſuch Private Subſcriptions about Opinions 
are not Our Churches Publick Acts; the 
Can only be found in Her Deter mini 
ons, agreed on by a Lawful Convocation 
And tho? any particular Biſhop can enjou 
his Clergy, not to Baptize Adult Perſm 
ordinarily, without giving him timely Notion, 
4 the Rubyrick requires; yet it is not 
de ſuppos'd, that any Pious Biſhop wou 
tay this Injunction fo ſtrictly on his Cle 
gy, as to hinder. them from — | 
an Adult without ſuch Notice, in Artiu 
Mortis, when timely Notice cannot Wl 
given to the Biſhop ; But as for the ſo 
mer part of fuch a ſuppos'd Declaration F- 
of a Select Number of Biſhops ; it is nt 
to be imagin'd that a Lamful Convocaingl 
of the Clergy of our Church would #8 
firm, © that ſuch Perſons as have been h 
tied in, or with Water, in the Nail 
of the Father, Cc. Ought not to H 
Baptiz'd again: For this we all know "Wn 
POPERY ; ſucha Determination wou 
infer, that not only Womens Baptiſm, bi 11 
any other, tho? perform'd by a = 11 
6:7? 1 0 
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Null and Uoid, Kc. 65 
Girl ; a Stage-Player , an Unbaptix d Jem 
or 4 Heathen, if with Water and the Form 
of Words in the Name of the Tri», 
is That Gne Baptiſm which Chriſt In- 
ſtituted for the Remiſſion of Sins. Our 
Church, God be prais'd, and the Catho- 
lick Church too, have made no ſuch La- 
titudinarian Determinations as this would 
be; and we ought to pray, that the Ho- 
Wy Spirit of God may preſerve all our Se- 
«red Syzods from making ſuch Decrees ; 
tis (I believe) juſt and reaſonable for us 
Wo Hope, that the Piety and Wiſdom of 
our Clergy is ſo great, as that we need 
not fear, their paſſing ſuch a» Opinion in- 
to a Publick Act of our Church, ſince 


| 5 5 2 - . 
|; beir Zeal for the Authority of our Savi- 
Our's Inſtitutions, will not ſuffer them to 


fert % which tends directly to the 
eſtruction of their own Sacred Office, 
— bo conſequently of even Chriſtianity ir 
elt. a | | 
(4s for © Baptizing ag4jn” *tis not a 
erm to be allow*d ; the Church always 
ord the Notion ; when a firſt Bap- 
im was falſe, twas not calld Baptiſm, 
Nut a Prophane Waſhing; and when the 
da of Waſhing was repeated, twas not 
i'd Rebaptixation or “ Baptizing again” 
x” nnn Chriſt's Baptiſm, 
= | 2 or 


66 Diffenters Baptiſm 
or Inſtituted Baptilm. St. Cyprian con 
ſtantly adher'd to this, and hated the 
Term of Baptiz'd again, and fo did the 
Catholick Church when they requir 
Perſons to be Baptix d, who had only be 
"nl fore been Waſh'd with Water withoat th 
x Formi in the Name of the Trinity: Th 
ih | Reaſon is equally ſtrong for Perfons to bh 
Baptiz d by a Lawful Miniſter, who wer 
only before Waſl'd (tho? with the Port 
of Words in the Name of the Triz#y) H 
Unanthoriz2d Hands, and fuch as At ni 
oppoſition to Epiſcopacy it ſelf: With than 
latter Prophane Waſhings, the Aricien 
Church was not Exercis'd ; ſhe neva 
had them under her Confideration ; au 
therefore a Declaration, as before ſuppoili 
fed, could not be founded on the Jug 
and Practice of the Catholick C harch, But u : 


time for me to Conclude. 


$. XXVII. I humbly Hope, I hu 
prov'd, that the Church has made fa 
Articles, Canons and Rubricks, as do vl 
neceſſary Conſequence Null and Void Wn 
authoriz'd Baptiſms , — the Conſequemſ 
of this N ullity is, the neceffity of 2 * 
cCopal Baptiſmi to thoſe who have been WINK 
Invalidly Baptiz'd ; — to Diſptove TH 
out” Author muſt enter inro rhe Mr BN 
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the Cauſe, whether he will or no; betauſe 
it is affirm'd, and endea vou d to be pro- 
ved by the Author of Lay- vi ir Invatid, 
that Chrift*s Inſtitution Nulls Unautho- 
riz2d Baptiſm; and now further, that 
the Church's Laws are made, to forte 
our Obedience to the Inſtitution - of 
Chriſt: So that, what Chriſt's Infti- 
tution Nulls and makes Void, the 
Church's Laws do alſo Invalidate; be- 
cauſe they are made to Second the Deſign 
of his Inſtitution ; the Adverſary muſt ei- 
ther prove, that Chriſt's Inſtitution does 
not Invalidate Ly-Bapiſ; or if it do's, 
then he muſt prove if he can, that the 
Church's Laws were not made to en- 
borce Chriſt's Inſtitution: This he muſt 
do to make good his Undertaking ; for 
chroughout his whole Book he endea- 
Ours to perſwade his Reader, that the 
Church's Laws do not Invalidate Lay- 
n. And it is very Obſervable, that 
ee do's not ſo much as attempt to prove 
bis from any One Article of the Church 
1 df England; but brings Inſtances of par- 
cular Mens Actions and Opinions, with 
bega to Palm: them upon us for the 
ene of the Charch: How: faidly he 
aas with the World by ſo doing, .let the 
ed Reader judge ; and f heartily 

FT | . | Wd 


—— 24 — 22 WEAR”. D 


—— Rr ene 


\ 
—— — — — 
_— en 5 #4 - 


\ = er * = r _ = 
9 ——— — . —— a + — — 
—— — —-—-—— 
* wants 2 * a 1 * 
—— — — 6 ** _ 
— — — — = = my - 
78 p — - — — — _ — 
3 42 — as «med 
- 
» 


—— 0 — 
-_ ——u——— — — < 05 ow wh 
- — — — = = 
— — — — 


—— k — Ps a, 


— — — 


— — 


, 


| all my other Undertakings may) 


8 » - 4 = 4 
d. — 2 
— — Þ 
— : — _— 7 . —— 
F 
. — 


R Bere 


68 Diſſenters Baptiſm, &. 


Pray that Truth may prevail, let whg 

'be its Advocate; and be the C Conſe. 
vi Rad what they will, I ſhall reatly re. 
joyce ; becauſe they will ee Beals re 
dound (as I ſincerely defire, that this and 
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